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ABSTRACT
The research reported in this dissertation deals 
directly with an individual's perception of his or her com­
munity and family circumstances. The major question 
explored deals with what structural factors influence 
individuals' perceptions. In order to examine this 
question, the study primarily employs structural parameters 
such as age, sex, race, community, etc. to note differences 
or similarities among subpopulations. Specifically, the 
study explores the differences or similarities between 
adults and adolescents in rural communities. The data 
includes both an adult and adolescent sample taken in 
three rural communities in South Louisiana. The racial 
composition of the communities includes black, Indian, and 
white.
The findings of the study suggest a different 
strategy for the derivation of the community evaluation 
scale. Instead of developing a scale from all samples 
combined, factor analysis procedures of subpopulations 
were employed to delineate a scale of greatest convergence 
for all respondents and subpopulations. This offers 
support to the contention that it is important to 
recognize potential subgroups within community settings 
whose perceptions may differ significantly from the total
xiii
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sample. Other findings indicate that age and race have 
influences upon community and family evaluations, par­
ticularly when subpopulations such as, parent vs. child, 
racial categories, etc. are explored. Whites tend to rate 
aspects of community and family circumstances higher than 
do nonwhites, whereas adolescent offspring have a more 
positive view of family circumstances than do their 
parents, especially among nonwhites. Surprisingly, com­
munity residence has no impact upon community evaluation 
or family satisfaction. House condition and sex have no 
influence upon assessments of community, but both 
influence family satisfaction. The better the house 
condition among adults, the higher the score for family 
circumstances, whereas females tend to rate their family 
situation higher than males among the adolescents.
The major implication of this study is that 
structural parameters like age and race are factors along 
which perceptions of community become organized. This is 
supported empirically in this study. This substantiates 
the importance of structural parameters in underlying the 
differentiation among groups, and their potential for 
governing social interaction. In addition, this study is 
a supportive case for continued examination and research 
into subjective indicators of social reality.
The present study should be considered as part of 
a continuing development of community satisfaction research 
in rural communities. It is fairly evident from this study
R eproduced  with perm ission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without perm ission.
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that the determination of community evaluative responses of 
residents is not easily captured. It is the task of 
sociologists to recognize potential subgroups within com­
munity settings whose realities may differ significantly 
from the representative residents. We cannot allow our­
selves the luxury of making assumptions about people's 
beliefs and perceptions without some notion of relevant 
structural dimensions along which realities may be 
experienced and constructed.
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INTRODUCTION
STATEMENT OF THE PROBLEM
One of the areas of study which has historically 
intrigued and fascinated sociologists has been the examina­
tion of community. The sociological topic of community has 
been pursued under many different labels, enough in fact to 
justifiably consider community as multi-dimensional. Com­
munity has been .of special concern since it provides the 
structural and interactional foundations upon which society 
at large is based. The discussion and investigation of 
community as a sociological phenomenon can be dated back 
to Tonnies (1957:160-161) and Weber (1946:180). It is 
viewed by some sociologists as "the most fundamental and 
far reaching of sociology's unit ideas." (Nisbet, 1967:
47). It continues to remain a topic of current discussion 
and research in sociology, political science, history, and 
anthropology.
In recent decades of research focusing upon com­
munity various perspectives regarding community have 
emerged. It is quite evident that a great deal of 
research within the field of sociology has focused upon 
community either as a primary construct or setting within
R eproduced  with perm ission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without perm ission.
which to conduct research involving processes, relations, 
etc. These discussions have fallen into both theoretical 
and empirical categories. As Effrat (1973:1) has noted, 
"Trying to study community is like trying to scoop up jello 
with your fingers. You can get hold of some but there's 
always more slipping away from you." Thus the topic of 
community has left, and continues to leave, sociologists 
quite frustrated. This is because of the wide range of 
subject matter as well as the various issues which are 
debated among opposing groups of community specialists.
Thus one must decide which issue(s) involving community is 
most challenging, important, etc. to him/her and attempt to 
answer the question(s) surrounding it. One such question 
is, "How do community residents assess or evaluate the 
services, opportunities, and social environment within 
their community?"
In recent years there has been considerable 
research attempting to answer this question and other 
questions regarding perceptions of community. This 
approach to community can be traced first to the work of 
Vernon Davies (1945) who labeled his effort "community 
satisfaction." The research has been, and continues to be, 
based upon the assumption that residents "are conscious of 
their community and react with varying degrees of satis­
faction toward it" (1945:245-47).
Recently numerous researchers have continued to 
focus upon the determinants of community perceptions
R eproduced with perm ission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without perm ission.
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(Jesser, 1967; Bauman, 1968; Johnson and Knop, 1970).
Marans and Rodgers (1975) did extensive research on the 
conceptual nature of community satisfaction. These re­
searchers maintain that in order to understand individual 
perceptions of community, both objective circumstances of 
individuals and subjective aspects that the individual 
brings to the situation must be examined (1975:302). 
Campbell, Converse, and Rodgers (19 76) and Andrews and 
Withey (1976) suggest that, based upon their research, 
structural factors such as age, race, sex, education, 
income, etc. account for differences in individual and 
■group resident satisfaction with neighborhood, family, and 
societal circumstances. Differing levels of satisfaction 
are also found to exist depending upon size of community, 
such as rural or urban, in addition to numerous other 
factors.
The problem to be researched in this dissertation 
deals directly with an individual's perception of his/her 
community and family circumstances. In particular, the 
question to be explored is what structural factors 
influence an individual's evaluation of these circumstances. 
In order to examine this question the study primarily 
employs the structural parameters suggested by Blau (1974), 
age, sex, race, etc., to note differences or similarities 
among groups regarding perception of community and family 
circumstance. Specifically, this study explores the dif­
ferences or similarities between adult and adolescent
R eproduced with perm ission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without perm ission.
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perceptions in rural communities. The data include both 
an adult and adolescent sample taken in three small rural 
communities in South Louisiana.
SIGNIFICANCE OF THE STUDY
Although sociologists have been fascinated for a 
long time with the notion of community, it is only in 
recent years that they have begun to take seriously the 
importance of residents' assessments, perceptions, and 
evaluations of their community circumstances. This has 
resulted in a reexamination of both conceptual and 
methodological questions regarding important dimensions of 
definitions of the situation. One needs only to review 
the works of Campbell et £l. (1976) and Andrews and Withey
(1976) to note the importance that subjective indicators 
have assumed in the growing study of the quality of life. 
These recent works combined with those of previous 
researchers are providing a growing awareness to policy 
planners of the importance of taking subjective indicators 
of well being into account.
Ultimately, the significance of this study will be 
to add additional empirical support for subjective indi­
cators. The study will also contribute to bridging the 
gap between the conceptual and methodological problems 
faced in social indicator research. In addition, the 
study will explore, elaborate, and compare in an attempt 
to discover the relationships which may exist between
R eproduced  with perm ission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without perm ission.
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structural factors and evaluative definitions of community. 
In doing so, theoretical concerns will hopefully be 
improved and contributions will be made towards resolving 
methodological weaknesses.
ORDER AND CONTENT OF THE CHAPTERS
This dissertation is organized in five chapters. 
Chapter 1 presents the theoretical framework guiding this 
work. Included in this chapter is a discussion regarding 
the notion of community as well as a review of previous 
research surrounding community satisfaction. The next 
section of the chapter argues for the interrelatedness of 
the theoretical notion of community and the individual's 
subjective responses to this notion. The manner in which 
this occurs is presented based upon examining what impor­
tant dimensions of definitions of the situation exist.
The next part of the chapter examines those factors which 
potentially influence an individual's definition of the 
situation. Attention will be given here to structural 
factors related to community circumstances, such as age, 
race, and sex. The final section of the chapter reviews 
youth studies in order to provide a background for 
considering the differences in perceptions of community 
between adults and youth.
The second chapter presents background information 
regarding the area and peoples where the research was 
conducted. The communities and their tri-racial
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inhabitants are examined in light of their historical 
developments, cultural heritage, and current demographic 
characteristics. The fact that the communities are unique 
in life style, language, and culture provides a rationale 
for choosing these communities over more "typical" com­
munities. Many community studies purposefully seek 
"typical" communities in order to generalize results. If 
previous research conclusions are valid they should hold 
for all communities, "typical" or "atypical."
Chapter 3 presents the research strategy and 
operational procedures to be followed. This is not a 
hypothesis-testing exercise, but one which employs an 
explorative, elaborative, and comparative strategy to 
discover the relationships which may exist between 
structural factors and evaluative definitions of community. 
Sampling procedures, the research instrument, and inter­
viewing procedures are discussed next. Operationalization 
of the dependent and independent variables are then 
detailed. This is followed by a brief discussion of the 
statistical techniques appropriate to the design.
The fourth chapter presents the analysis of data.
As a result of the research strategy employed, this chapter 
includes empirical findings as well as theoretical dis­
cussions. This comprises the major portion of the chapter. 
The analysis begins with the derivation of the community 
evaluation scale and then examination of the differences 
based on age (adult vs. adolescent) of evaluative responses
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to community situation(s). This comparative approach is 
continued in an attempt to determine the differences in 
evaluative responses by taking into consideration the 
effects of additional independent variables.
The final chapter is a discussion of the implica­
tions of the findings. Both theoretical and practical 
implications are examined. Theoretically it is important 
to relate these findings to previous studies in order to 
uphold a proper sociological approach. From a practical 
perspective the findings cannot be overlooked in terms of 
policy relevance for individuals and groups. Future 
research endeavors must address themselves to the 
theoretical and applicable aspects of these findings.
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Chapter 1
THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK AND 
REVIEW OF LITERATURE
The concept of community has been a compelling one 
for the social sciences for many years. At its inception 
as an objective of social scientific consideration it was 
an emotion-laden notion. As sociology became more con­
scious of its status as a science, the need for a testable 
definition of the phenomenon became more and more apparent. 
Nearly every study focusing upon community begins with a 
conceptual struggle over the characterization or definition 
of community. Debate among social scientists has continued 
for years over the elements, dimensions, nature, etc. of 
community. These debates reflect a variety of perspectives 
among social scientists.
Urban and rural sociologists have dealt with the 
importance of community through the years. They have 
attempted to examine the nature and impact of community in 
a variety of ways. One particular research area which has 
been concentrated upon in the last thirty years is that of 
community satisfaction. Sociologists have conducted com­
munity satisfaction research in rural and urban settings. 
The amount of knowledge remains insufficient concerning . 
which perceived community characteristics are the most
8
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important predictors of this general sense of well-being. 
There is even less empirical evidence about the influence 
of these factors on community contentment apart from 
personal traits of individuals and measures of community 
structure. The lack of progress in providing answers to 
these questions is largely a result of inadequate theory 
of community and of the way in which the individual per­
ceives and evaluates his or her locality. A recent attempt 
to clarify the ambiguity about the process in which the 
objective community environment is linked to subjective 
evaluations of community satisfaction has been presented 
by Marans and Rodgers (1972).
As has been suggested by some sociologists, com­
munity satisfaction may be one area of sociological 
research which may help synthesize the subjective-objective 
indicators dilemma (Rojek et , 1975; Marans and Rodgers, 
1975; Campbell et al̂ . , 1976). Community satisfaction 
has thus become a conceptual candidate for social 
indicator research. It is contended here that community 
satisfaction, although promising, offers a set of 
conceptual problems which must be addressed prior to its 
application and measurement. If one has no clear idea of 
what it is one is attempting to measure, it seems risky to 
devote energy to operational procedures (Deseran, 1978). 
Therefore some suggestions are examined which will place 
community satisfaction within a useful theoretical frame­
work. A brief review of how community satisfaction has
R eproduced  with perm ission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without perm ission.
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been treated in the literature will be presented followed 
by a conceptual scheme in which evaluations regarding 
community may be couched.
THE USES OF COMMUNITY SATISFACTION*
Davies' (1945) original research on attitudes 
toward community among high school students focused upon 
the determinants of community satisfaction. His efforts 
resulted in a Likert scale comprised of 40 items concern­
ing community attributes. Community satisfaction was a 
composite mean score of subject responses to a variety of 
items. In other words, community satisfaction was viewed 
largely as an operationalized construct resulting in a 
unidimensional score.
Much of the research following Davies' efforts has 
focused on the determinants of community satisfaction with 
little discussion of the nature of community satisfaction 
itself. Jesser (1967) assessed the influence of profes­
sional orientation (social versus technical-helping types 
of professions) on community satisfaction, where community 
satisfaction was operationally defined in terms of a scale
*The author acknowledges that many of the early 
studies in rural sociology focused upon different aspects 
of community. Eventually some of the research efforts 
developed into community specialty areas. This section of 
the review of literature is concentrated only on those 
related research efforts since Davies' (1945) initial 
study labeling the research "community satisfaction."
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modified from Davies' original scale and subjected to 
Guttman scalogram analysis. Bauman (19 68) tested 
hypotheses concerning status crystallization and community 
satisfaction derived from a Guttman-type scale based on 
several community desirability items. Johnson and Knop 
(1970), in their assessment of the impact of rural-urban 
differentials on community satisfaction, found community 
satisfaction factored into a multi-dimensional scale.
This finding raised questions about the previous assump­
tions that community satisfaction could be conceptualized 
in unidimensional terms, but the nature of the concept 
itself remained on the operational level of analysis.
Durand and Eckart (197 3) suggested that "few studies have 
systematically investigated the determinants of community 
satisfaction," they continue their study with no referent 
to the nature of community satisfaction itself.
Rojek and his associates (1975) argued that 
measures of community satisfaction are potentially valuable 
for social indicator research. For them community satis­
faction was defined largely in operational terms, i.e., 
responses to 15 items concerning community services, and 
focus remained on the determinants of satisfaction. Marans 
and Rodgers (1975), in their rather extensive research on 
community satisfaction, also emphasize determinants, but 
they do provide some conceptual discussion of the nature 
of satisfaction itself. Basically, these authors argue 
that satisfaction is dependent both upon objective
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circumstances of an individual and upon a "whole set of 
values, attitudes and expectations that one brings into 
the situation" (1975:302). Evaluative responses to the 
environment involve (1) perception of the environment and 
(2) a comparison of the perceived attributes against some 
internalized standard. Based upon these assumptions, 
Marans and Rodgers provide a conceptual model from which 
to assess community satisfaction research.
Marans and Rodgers argue for the distinctiveness 
between "objective" reality and subjective interpretations 
of the reality. A variety of intervening and influencing 
factors are included with an indication of the interrela­
tionships between these factors. They treat community 
satisfaction almost entirely on the basis of determinants, 
leaving the concept implicit in their discussion. Of par­
ticular importance is the notion that community satisfac­
tion is one level of a value-added model of satisfaction, 
where environmental aspects are progressively less salient 
to individuals as they become more distant (Deseran, 1978).
While the Marans and Rodgers (1975) effort provides 
an important contribution to the understanding of factors 
related to perceptions of living environments, there remain 
conceptual gaps in the treatment of community satisfaction. 
The concept remains elusive despite various uses of it, 
but an approach is suggested here which will ground it in 
a more theoretical framework.
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CONCEPTUAL ASPECTS OF COMMUNITY 
SATISFACTION
Knop and Stewart's (1973) extended discussion of 
the conceptual problems associated with the term community 
satisfaction serves as a beginning. The first major 
problem, according to these authors, is with the term 
"community" itself. Community may mean any number of 
things to either sociologists or its residents.
A great deal of research within sociology has dealt 
with the various dimensions of the concept of community.
It has been defined in a multitude of ways as noted by 
Hillery (1955) and more recently by Willis (1977).
Hillery's study revealed three approximate areas of agree­
ment: limited geographic area, social interaction, and a
common tie or ties. Willis's more recent examination 
revealed a decrease in emphasis upon all three previously 
mentioned elements. The more recent definitions reflect 
the viewpoint that "community consists of people with 
common ties residing in a common geographic area (although 
social interaction is still of primary concern)" (1977:15). 
The difficulty associated with defining community has been 
well documented (Hillery, 1955; Clark, 1973; Effrat, 1973; 
Knop, 1976; Willis, 1977). Community has an extensive 
theoretical background as well, which may provide a basis 
for establishing parameters within which to explore 
individual perceptions. Table 1 presents a selected 
examination of key dimensions of representative definitions













































McKenzie (19 26) * k k
Sanders & * k
Ensminger (1940)
Mercer (1956) k * *
Kaufman (19 59) k *
Sussman (1959) k k *
Sutton & Kolaja 
(1960)
k k *
Nisbet (1967) k k
Minar & Greer * k k *
(1968)
Butterworth (197 0) * k k
Bell & Newby (1972) k k *
Bertrand (197 2) k k
Warren (1978) k k k
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of community which will provide the foundation and basis 
on which to consider the concept of community for this 
study.
Table 1 about here 
These definitions are presented chronologically by 
author and reflect the varying conceptual and empirical 
dimensions included in defining community. The range of 
definitions of community shows that sociology through the 
years became (and continues to become) more conscious of 
its status as a science and the need for a testable 
definition of its phenomena. In the attempt to develop a 
scientific concept the ideas of the opposing perspectives 
within sociology are revealed by the definitions. Thus by 
presenting representative definitions, conceptions, 
notions, and dimensions regarding community, it is 
necessary to select the ideas pertinent to the concep­
tualization of community for this study.
Community is to be considered as a geographical 
area and place. As such it evolves from an individual's 
interactive experience which provides the notion of what 
community is to him or her. Thus a perceptual definition 
of community as a definite place is how community is to be 
considered in this study. Establishing what community is 
means there are certain considerations in how to 
operationalize it.
The second major conceptual issue involves the 
meaning of satisfaction. To what does this refer in
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regard to one's feeling about the community or one's 
situation? Furthermore, Marans and Rodgers (1975) raise a 
similar question, what are the internal evaluative 
standards by which individuals judge community situations?
Perceptions, evaluations, and assessments can be 
conceptualized as an individual's experience to whatever 
is meant by community. Perceptions refer to the cognitive 
dimension of the process of experiencing community. The 
attempt here is to use the conceptualization of community 
which is compatible with the practical and theoretical 
problems associated with empirical research on subjective 
reactions to living circumstances. Community can be 
examined as an area in which policy issues, major life 
events, and general environmental factors become linked to 
individual perceptions (Deseran, 1978). This suggests 
that one important dimension of community, in terms of 
individual perceptions, is locality, realizing that there 
are other legitimate concerns with community.
Focus on locality suggests another problem. As 
Effrat (197 3) demonstrates, two major research foci emerge 
around the notion of locality. First, communities have 
been viewed as autonomous social systems supplying members 
with a variety of social, political, and economic services 
and functions. Effrat labels this the "compleat terri­
torial community." This notion of community appears to 
most closely approximate community satisfaction research 
in rural areas. The second research foci has been toward
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identifying coinmunalistic characteristics within larger 
urban territories and has been labeled community of limited 
liability (Janowitz, 1952; Suttles, 1972). Research in 
this area has focused on variables influencing residents' 
use of local facilities, the "urban neighbor" role, and 
the social organization of a neighborhood or "district" 
communities (Effrat, 197 3). This is clearly the type of 
community reflected in some of the more recent satisfaction 
literature (Marans and Rodgers, 1975).
An important point in considering these approaches 
to community is that residential locality is central to 
both types of research and as such provides an operational 
approach to community. This allows the exploration of a 
variety of researchable issues which are relevant to 
theoretical notions of community. Effrat's suggestion that 
community be treated as a "multidimensional ordinal 
variable" (1973:21) is especially appropriate for present 
purposes. Treating community as a variable means that com­
munity is subject to empirical verification. The 
ordinality of community implies that it is not an all or 
nothing phenomenon, but that there may be degrees of 
"communitiness." By treating the concept as multi­
dimensional, we can assume that research may be fruitful 
in areas which are not necessarily intended to wholis- 
tically assess the notion of community. These suggested 
dimensions of the nature of community place the concept 
within a workable framework for community satisfaction




An important step remains in attempting to link the 
concept of community to the subjective world of its 
residents. Historically, sociologists have followed W. I. 
Thomas's (1928) notion of first examining the person's 
definition of the situation in order to understand how he 
or she will act. Therefore, it is important to understand 
that it is not how the researcher predefines community 
which is important; rather it is how the residents them­
selves define it.
Donald Ball (1972) has emphasized in community 
research the analytical problems in trying to isolate 
dimensions related to a resident's definition of the 
situation. He focuses upon an individual's past events, 
internal states (mental and physical), and the physical 
and social environment as all impinging upon one's 
definition of the situation (1972:63). Such a definition 
focuses upon the processual interpretive nature of 
residents. Thus, two perspectives emerge from this 
position.
It can be argued that as individuals interpret 
their situational circumstances (roles, norms, etc.) these 
circumstances do not "determine" one's behavior in a 
specific situation; rather it is the meaning associated to 
the circumstances which allows for behavioral adjustment
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(Turner, 1962). On the other hand, reality, even though 
subjective and processual, does have stable dimensions 
that are experienced by individuals regardless of subjec­
tive definitions. Therefore, we can assume that 
individuals experience community as an objective reality 
while at the same time they are subjectively creating it.
Two important considerations emerge in this dis­
cussion: first, to sociologically define situations, and
second, to explore the responses of individuals to these 
situations. In this study, the focus is upon the 
theoretical notion of community as interrelated to sub­
jective responses regarding community.
Cognitive Dimensions of Definitions 
of the Situation
Based on the foregoing discussion and review of 
literature related to community satisfaction, the fol­
lowing conceptual scheme is presented in order to 
understand the subjective realities of actors in 
situational settings, i.e., the community, and how 
definitions of the situation become researchable and 
understandable.
This schema is one applied by Deseran (1975, 1978) 
in an attempt to delineate key cognitive dimensions of 
definitions of the situation. He identifies three 
essential elements of definitions of the situation:
(1) factual beliefs, (.2) evaluations, and (3) relevance.
An explanation of each is in order.
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The basic dimension of definitions of the situa­
tion is a body of factual beliefs or knowledge. Facts 
become such due to the individuals' knowing they are such, 
not because the facts are related to some higher order of 
reality. Basic to one's perception of an objective we 
define, such as a building, are factual beliefs related to 
its structure, age, purpose, etc, of the object observed. 
There are two sources from which this knowledge originates: 
individual sensory experience and social prescription 
(Cooley, 1967),
In terms of sensory experience the world becomes 
recognizable, predictable, and thus "knowable" for us as 
individuals. Symbolic communication provides the social 
foundation for this emerging knowledge. By learning 
language one acquires a storehouse of facts. Therefore, a 
fundamental basis to any definition of the situation is 
factual knowledge. Differential interpretations of 
reality are thus grounded in the variations among 
individuals' factual knowledge, but this factual knowledge 
provides only a portion of the explanation for these 
different interpretations.
The assigning of positive or negative attributes 
to phenomena is the process of evaluation. The result of 
this process is an evaluative orientation toward objects 
which is dependent upon the degree of the relationship of 
object and individual. Evaluative responses are thus 
based within social settings, as are factual beliefs.
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This evaluative process is adaptable to Marans' and 
Rodgers' (1975) specifications of the problems associated 
with identifying the differences between an individual's 
perception of an environmental attribute and one's evalua­
tion of it. Thus, differences in definitions of situations 
can be somewhat attributed to differences in the evaluative 
dimension.
Deseran (1973) conceptualizes relevance as a type 
of cognitive proximics. This dimension attempts to link 
the situation to the individual's behavior. This allows 
for a consideration of structural determinants and personal 
aspects of relevance, but most crucially focuses upon the' 
interaction between the two levels. The most appropriate 
presentation of social structure which is applicable to 
this discussion is that of Blau (1974).
Structural Parameters
Peter Blau's (1974) analysis and presentation of 
social structure is pertinent in attempting to understand 
which factors influence individual perceptions. Blau 
argues that social structure refers to the "differentiated 
interrelated parts in a collectivity," and " . . .  the 
parts are groups or classes of people, such as men and 
women, ethnic groups, or socioeconomic strata" (615-616).
He maintains that a social structure is reflected by its 
parameters. He states the case for the importance of 
structural parameters, particularly their significance
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as the criteria underlying the differentiation among 
people and their importance in governing social inter­
action (1974:615). For Blau "a structural parameter is 
any criterion implicit in the social distinctions people 
make in their social interaction" (616). Two types of 
parameters are identified, (1) nominal, which divides a 
population into subgroups with explicit boundaries 
(examples cited are sex, religion, race, place of resi­
dence, and occupation); and (2) graduated parameters, 
which differentiate people on the basis of a status rank 
order (examples are education, age, income, prestige, and 
power). Both types have a bearing on the role relations 
and social interaction within the situation that these 
relations occur (1974:617). Even though Blau notes that 
the appropriate level of structural inquiry is macro- 
sociological and away from individual behaviors, his ideas 
still have application to the understanding of individual 
behaviors because of the importance of the "situational 
context" within which these relations and interactions 
occur. It is suggested here that structural parameters 
would certainly affect the quality, degree, intensity, 
etc., of interactions between persons as much as Blau 
argues it would between groups.
Therefore, in an attempt to establish a relation­
ship between individual behaviors and the structural arena 
in which they occur and how each affects the other, it is 
possible to link the three elements of definitions of the
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situation with structural parameters. The factual beliefs, 
evaluations, and relevance of situation are affected by 
nominal and graduated parameters. In order to discover 
the basis for determining social parameters of community 
it is necessary to understand the subjective social 
distinctions in the community setting.
But one of the problems with traditional research 
of this nature (community satisfaction research) has beeri 
the omission of the dimension of relevance. Deseran (1978) 
has suggested that in terms of community satisfaction 
research the approach to this problem could be dealt with 
in two ways. (1) The macro-oriented level may be appro­
priate. Here the structural or ecological aspects of 
community may act as a determinant of areas of relevance.
Age structure within a community could reveal age-related 
relevancies in terms of differing perceptions of community 
living. Community satisfaction measures might then be 
constructed which could reflect observable structural 
parameters of communities. (2) The second approach could 
be a more micro-oriented examination. Research could 
attempt to determine relevant aspects of an individual's 
living circumstances and relate these to the general 
notion of community structure. Smallest Space Analysis 
by Andrews and Withey (19 76) , where the attempt is to 
identify and map concerns of individuals, would be an 
effort in this direction. These approaches thus provide a 
direction to explore the dimension of relevance in
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community satisfaction efforts.
By placing community perceptions in a definition 
of the situation context it is possible to treat it as a 
dependent variable in a flexible manner. It could be 
linked with any number of prior effects, structural 
parameters, or personal characteristics of inhabitants.
In treating community evaluations as subjective indicators 
of human behavior and assuming that this evaluative dimen­
sion is part of the "variable" nature of community (Effrat, 
197 3) then the focus upon community evaluation keeps this 
study in the theoretical context of community. Therefore, 
the cognitive dimensions of the situation of which commu­
nity perceptions represent the evaluative dimensions in 
this study, provide a framework for the study of community.
GENERAL FINDINGS OF YOUTH STUDIES
A great deal of youth research concerns a variety 
of topics such as aspirations, but these studies do not 
deal with youth perceptions of community and therefore are 
not included in this section of the review of literature. 
Because of the sample the examination of previous research 
findings is mainly concerned with rural youth studies.
Kirkpatrick and Boynton (1936) conducted one of 
the first empirical studies regarding rural youth. They 
presented a profile of rural youth as well as examining 
some of the "problems" they faced. The outcome of the 
findings was the establishment of the phrase which
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became accepted as a natural law that the greatest need of 
rural young people is "something to do." This conclusion 
has been and continues to be a basis for the implementa­
tion of programs in many rural as well as urban areas in 
order to "correct" whatever needs to be corrected.
One of the other findings which has significance 
for this study was the need for cooperation and interest 
among the young, and also between the young and adults. 
Although the results were acknowledged to be preliminary 
and perhaps area-bound, the authors concluded that 
adolescents "recognize their situation and are aware of 
certain needs in their immediate localities" (1936:163).
The authors recognized in the initial studies of rural 
youth a cognitive dimension for a definition of the 
situation based upon factual beliefs, but did not explore 
it as such. This study will attempt to explore this 
aspect.
Youth studies with a rural focus increased rapidly 
after 1936 (Williams, 1939:166). As a result, Williams 
attempted to analyze these findings and comment upon them. 
He noted that such studies had focused upon such topics as 
migration, employment and occupational status, income, 
education, leisure-time activities, and organizations as 
they related to rural youth. The problems of rural youth 
which had been studied dealt with urbanization and 
secularization of rural society, and life-cycle concerns 
within institutional frameworks of their communities.
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Williams maintained that in spite of some contributions, 
studies were poorly conceptualized and lacked a synthesis. 
They presented facts without adequate conceptualization.
He maintained that the importance of such research on rural 
youth lay in the observation of that group as a focus of 
"societal tensions." He then made suggestions for 
research in this area of concern, some of which, though 
made in 1936, have implications for this study. Williams 
argued for the need for special studies designed to 
indicate the status and needs of particular racial, social 
class, and regional groups. Another area to be examined 
was that of institutional influences and relations by 
developing studies measuring the influences of specific 
institutional activities and values helping to define the 
place of youth in institutions. Finally, an appeal was 
made for developmental studies which would emphasize 
changes in social role and personality characteristics at 
various ages (1939:178).
Bealer and Willits (1951) attempted to examine the 
notion of rebelliousness of adolescents located in rural 
areas. They maintained that since cultural continuity 
existed from generation to generation, this supported the 
notion that adolescents do not generally rebel and reject 
traditional values and norms. They also held that rural 
farm, rural nonfarm, and urban youths behave in the same 
ways, but that rural youths were more traditional in their 
values than urban youths. They also found that among rural
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youth, farm youth tend to be less permissive and their 
ideas and values have changed less than nonfarm youth.
Their explanation, although admittedly not conclusive, 
argued that an adolescent, whether a farm or nonfarm 
resident, accepts parental views at approximately the same 
rate, thus farm youth tended to be more traditional in 
their values because their parents were. The failure in 
this study to find evidence of parental-youth conflict 
does not mean that they do not often disagree, but it may 
be more of a reflection of the period of adolescence, 
rather than a rejection of parental norms. The authors 
contend that the rural adolescent tends to regard the 
family rather than the peer group as the most important 
positive reference group in formulating attitudes.
Thus, in relation to this study, we have evidence 
to support the idea of similarities of attitudes among 
adults and adolescents in terms of values, ideas, etc., 
within a rural setting. Whether or not this will be 
linked to perceptions of community remains to be explored. 
And if family is not the key variable, perhaps school or 
community influences can be measured.
Polansky's (1969) study, focusing upon powerless­
ness among white and black students from rural areas, 
provides some interesting insight into the perceptions of 
one's life circumstances. The basis for the study arose 
out of the idea that the attitude of powerlessness would 
be great in a disadvantaged region (Southern Appalachia).
R eproduced  with perm ission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without perm ission.
28
He hypothesized this particularly among those with lower 
socioeconomic status and blacks, and that this attitude 
would be particularly visible among young adolescents.
Polansky's study is an attempt to examine the 
structural parameters (stated as life circumstances), and 
the evaluative reaction toward these circumstances Cpower- 
lessness). Polansky maintains that powerlessness from a 
subjective standpoint is a psychological defense to the 
objective situation of one's life circumstances. His 
theory of powerlessness focuses upon internal, psychic 
adjustments which are responses to objective reality.
The hypotheses regarding felt powerlessness were 
strongly supported by social class and race (1969:221).
This is supportive of other research conducted by Battle 
and Rotter (1963) who also found an interaction between 
ethnic group and social class. Polansky also concluded 
that the phenomenon of powerlessness among rural youth was 
parallel to those findings reported by urban sociologists 
and social psychologists (Clark et , 1964). Thus, while 
powerlessness may affect anyone, it is less likely to be 
as strong among youngsters who are white and secure in 
their life circumstances (1969:222). Polansky's focus was 
upon perceived evaluation of objective life circumstances 
controlling for race and class among youth which provides 
a basis to make comparisons in this study to explore 
perceived differences by race among adolescents.
Another study on rural youth by Hough et al.
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(1969), is pertinent to the discussion of youth and adult 
concerns. Their study of rural adolescent attitudes pro­
posed that increased education of rural youth offered the
conditions for the development of a youth subculture. At
the outset they maintained that there should exist 
attitude differences between youth and adults even within 
their own families, granting legitimacy to the existence 
of a youth subculture or contraculture. They examined the 
attitudes toward several minority groups between a sample 
of rural high school students and their parents. Their 
results did not indicate existence of a contraculture; in 
fact, there were no significant differences in scores 
between the heads of households and students. This 
reflects the notion that both groups perceive minority 
groups similarly.
Students reflected the attitudes of their parents, 
leading the authors to conclude that a strong amount of 
family influence exists and that there was an absence of 
an adolescent contraculture in the rural areas studied.
The evidence indicated the continued importance, not a 
decline, of parents in determining adolescent attitudes 
toward minority groups (1969:386). Thus, while schools 
may provide potential attitude changing experiences and 
influences for rural youth, the basic attitudes remain the 
same as their parents.
A review of literature regarding adolescents 
would not be complete without examining the most ambitious
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project yet undertaken in the study of the development 
from adolescence to adulthood. In June of 1965 the 
Institute for Social Research at the University of 
Michigan initiated a longitudinal study lasting eight 
years and involving 2,000 males. This study bears some 
similarity to other education studies, especially 
Coleman's Equality of Educational Opportunity (1966) in 
its examination of the effects of school environments. The 
substantive focus of this study contends that the con­
temporary objective environment of an individual has 
profound effects upon his physical and mental health and 
these effects are always part of a causal sequence. The 
results of the study through the years have been reported 
in six volumes entitled Youth in Transition.
Even though this study concentrates on high school 
males only, the results gained through intensive investi­
gation reflect the period of adolescence and provide data 
on attitudes, aspirations, self-concept, peer group 
structure, and the availability of adult models which are 
relevant to understanding the adolescent sample involved 
in this study. The results which relate most to this 
study are worthy of review.
Volume I explored the impact of home and school 
environment on personality formation. Volume II dealt 
with family background factors and abilities as they 
relate to personality characteristics. Some of the 
dimensions which are of relevance here were family size,
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place of residence, and race, all of which are directly 
important to this study. Examining the results of each 
shows that family size is strongly related to socio­
economic level. -As family size increases, there is a 
prominence of negative school attitudes. The authors' 
conclusion was that family size is not as influential as 
socioeconomic level, but sufficiently large and unique to 
be treated and analyzed separately (Volume II, 1974:19).
With regard to community size, the ISR study did 
not want to confuse the effects of family background with 
the effects of school. Previous studies (e.g., Coleman, 
1966) have shown that the effects of school differ from 
region to region. In this project tests were administered 
and two subgroups scored consistently lower. Those were:
(1) those raised on farms with large families and low 
socioeconimic level, and (2) those raised in the rural 
area but not on the farm, with next largest family size, 
and low socioeconomic level. Other than these findings, 
there is no other indication that community size has an 
effect beyond the differences related to socioeconomic 
level (Volume II, 1974:24-25).
Although the sample for the ISR study was not 
designed primarily to examine racial differences, these 
were nevertheless included. The results indicated through 
test scores that so-called "racial differences" are 
primarily--if not exclusively— differences in cultural and 
educational opportunities. This is noted particularly for
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blacks in southern segregated schools (Volume II, 1974:25- 
27). Given the segregation of Indians and blacks through 
the years in the communities of South Louisiana, dif­
ferences among white and nonwhite students are worth 
exploring along many dimensions.
The remaining Volumes III-VI focus on areas of 
adolescence not directly related to this research. The 
findings from the first two volumes explored the areas of 
family size, place of residence, school, and race which 
are all important variables to be examined in this study. 
The Youth in Transition studies certainly provide justifi­
cation for exploring such variables in terms of subjective 
and objective conditions influencing adolescent per­
ceptions of their community.
Family size does seem to have a bearing in some 
ways to life patterns of adolescents, and the tendency 
for large families among the Indian residents suggests 
examining its influence. Since all three communities 
studied are rural, this may place the perceptions of the 
youth regarding perceived job opportunities, income, 
educational opportunities, etc., in the same context of 
those reported in the Youth in Transition studies living 
in similar conditions (rural nonfarm). Not to be over­
looked is the factor of race. The current study is 
interested in exploring racial differences between and 
among adults and adolescents as suggested by previous 
research findings. There is the possibility of
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exploring race, sex, and age differences among 
adolescents because respondents will represent elementary, 
junior high, and high school students. All three schools 
are integrated, but only in recent years. The past years 
of segregation of Indians and blacks may still be in­
fluential. The exploration of these and other variables 
is well established in previous research on adolescents.
As has been mentioned, a great deal of the 
previous research indicates that objective indicators are 
inadequate in trying to reflect subjective states of 
individuals. Related to the problem of subjective 
realities in community research is the issue of "whose 
realities?" Warren (19 75) notes the variety of sub-groups 
which comprise communities which frequently differ in 
their experiencing and interpreting community phenomena. 
Recognition of this fact substantiates the importance of 
not only exploring these subjective aspects, but also 
examining the parameters along which cognitive realities 
may be organized. In particular, the exploration of race 
and age differentials as major parameters have the most 
theoretical and practical relevance for this research.
Emphasis in this study is on perceptions in two 
specific domains in life, community and family. This 
choice is based upon two major considerations which are 
consistent with other research attempts to assess 
evaluative reactions to dimensions of life for individuals 
(Campbell et al., 1976; Andrews and Withey, 1976; Marans
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and Rodgers, 1975). It may well be that there is a 
general factor of well-being which separates one individual 
from another, but past research has focused upon specific 
aspects of a life experience which a person may perceive 
more or less positively and/or negatively. These studies 
have examined satisfaction with work, leisure-time 
activities, housing, neighborhood, and other life domains, 
substantiating that these particular areas can be con­
sidered as separate aspects of experience. It would be 
much more difficult to develop a general measure for 
evaluative concern than to develop measures directed at 
specific areas of life domains.
Thus by implementing the above conceptual frame­
work within the setting of community, this study will 
hopefully produce a clearer understanding of community and 
how it is perceived by those who reside in it. The focus 
upon specific areas of life domains will assist in 
exploring how structural parameters organize and influence 
evaluative responses to community phenomena,
POSITING OF RESEARCH QUESTIONS
This study is exploratory in nature. Therefore, 
there will be no specific hypotheses stated. Instead, 
questions will be asked which will direct the research.
These questions should lend themselves to this research 
endeavor given the theoretical framework and conceptualiza­
tion previously presented and help avoid an unstructured
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approach. These questions are suggested by the theo­
retical orientation and review of literature and are 
posited by the specific areas to be examined in this study.
Questions relating to adult perceptions of com­
munity and family situation are examined. Regarding 
satisfaction with community, an exploration of the 
structural parameters is examined; also the influence of 
housing condition and place of residence (i.e., the 
community in which one resides) are analyzed. In terms of 
satisfaction with one's present family situation, the 
variables of race and housing condition are particularly 
important.
Questions relating to adolescent perceptions of 
community and family situation are also analyzed.
Previous findings suggest that the variables of place of 
residence (i.e., community), school,and race should be 
scrutinized in noting variations in levels of satisfaction 
with community. In an attempt to examine satisfaction 
with one's present family situation the variables of race, 
place of residence (i.e., community), school, and grade 
level are explored.
Questions concerning perceptions of community and 
family situation are analyzed, examining and comparing 
differences among adults and adolescents. The first area 
explored centers around the notion that adults and 
adolescents will perceive community differently; next, 
that the levels of satisfaction with both community and
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family situation will vary according to age, but in 
addition will vary according to race.
The last set of questions to be examined centers 
only upon perceptions of community by adults and 
adolescents who are members of the same family. This will 
provide an even closer scrutiny of the impact of age, race, 
community, and family upon satisfaction with community.
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THE HISTORY, CULTURAL BACKGROUND, AND DEMOGRAPHIC 
CHARACTERISTICS OF THE INHABITANTS OF 
GRAND CAILLOU-DULAC COMMUNITIES
In order to provide a background for understanding 
the peoples, culture, and life style of the area where the 
research took place, a history and general overview will 
be presented. As has been mentioned, the communities 
studied are inhabited by Indian, white, and black racial 
groups with rich social heritages.
The Dulac and Grand Caillou communities are located 
geographically in Terrebonne Parish, the parish with the 
largest land area in Louisiana, and situated in low-lying 
flatlands surrounded by bayous and salt marshes. These 
communities are in an area referred to by Bertrand (1955; 
29) as "one of the largest cultural islands in rural 
Louisiana." The physical appearance of both communities 
varies- little in comparison with other fishing-oriented 
communities along the Gulf of Mexico. The inhabitants 
have settled over the years in a lined village settlement 
pattern which is distinctive because the locations of 
dwellings are situated along each of the roads running 
parallel with Bayou Grand Caillou and Bayou Dulac for 
approximately eight miles (see attached map, Appendix A).
37
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The racial composition of the communities is 
extremely important, for it is tri-racial, composed of 
black, Indian, and white groups. The Indian population is 
made up primarily of members of the Houma Indian Tribe 
(Roy, 1959; Stanton, 1971). There are only five identifi­
able Indian tribes remaining in Louisiana today with the 
Houma being the largest. The Indians in the Dulac/Grand 
Caillou area are the largest of eight separate subcommuni­
ties of the Houma in Louisiana (Louisiana Health and Human 
Resources Administration, Division of Human Services,
197 5; U.S. Department of Commerce, Gulf South Research 
Institute, 1972). The white population is predominantly 
of French ancestry, and the black segment of the popula­
tion is a vestige of plantation days and slave ownership 
(Parenton and Pellegrin, 1950; Roy, 1959; Stanton, 1971). 
All three racial groups of today share a common cultural 
background which is predominantly "Cajun French" (Parenton 
and Pellegrin, 1950). The culture of the Indians has in 
fact been so diluted and changed due to the French 
influence that there are few, if any, remnants of their 
past language or culture. In fact, many Indians only 
speak one language, Cajun French. One must know the 
history of the area and its people in order to understand 
how these developments evolved.
HISTORICAL DEVELOPMENT
Attempts by historians to trace the ancestry of the
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Gulf Coast Indians have had to rely on the chronicles of 
such French explorers as Iberville, LaSalle, Dumont, 
Penicant, DuPratz, Gallatin, Charlevoux, Gravier, de 
Keleres, Sibley, De Soto and others (Roy, 1959). Swanton 
(1911) attempted to trace the Indians of Terrebonne Parish 
as part of his research regarding Indian tribes in the 
Gulf Coast region. Early explorers identified several 
Indian tribes and classified these into linguistic groups. 
In Louisiana the most important group was the Muskhogean, 
which was composed of a variety of tribes including the 
Houma, Washa, Chawasha, Bayogoula, Chakahouma, and others 
(Roy, 19 59).
The Houma, according to the chronicles of Iberville 
(Roy, 1959) were located in the general vicinity of what is 
today St. Francisville. After engaging in numerous battles 
with the Tunica Indians, the Houma tribe relocated in the 
vicinity of Bayou St. John near New Orleans (Swanton,
1911). Later the Houma tribe moved to the southern portion 
of Ascension Parish, Louisiana.
According to explorers and writers, tribes would 
move from one spot to another (frequently 60-75 miles away) 
because of a variety of reasons, but primarily as a result 
of wars with other tribes. There is speculation that a 
number of tribes (Chawasha, Washa, and Chitimacha) united 
with the Houma tribe (Swanton, 1911).
It is not known exactly when the Houma tribe moved 
to Terrebonne Parish. Parish conveyance records indicate
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that as early as the end of the eighteenth century parts of 
the tribe began to settle there (Roy, 1959). There is 
documentation that French settlers began to settle this 
region and marry Indian women, thus initiating a practice 
that was to continue to the present time (Swanton, 1911).
White settlers with black slaves began to settle 
the area, particularly along the banks of numerous bayous 
in Terrebonne. Thus, the process of acculturation and in­
termarriage among the Indians continued (Roy, 1959). In 
1834, the town of Houma was established, being named for 
the Indians of the Houma tribe. According to parish rec­
ords, there were real estate transactions by Indians with 
the white settlers. But since the white settlers wanted 
the land in the northern portion of the parish for farming, 
the descendants of the Indian tribes were pushed farther 
into the major bayous leading toward the Gulf of Mexico. 
According to historical accounts (1850's), the Indians did 
not resist since they had little interest in farming.
Even though there had been a great deal of inter­
mixture among the three racial groups through the years, 
Fischer (1968:134) noted that Indian groups in Louisiana 
fought against identification with blacks, in hopes that 
they would avoid the problems associated with a southern 
caste system. Most authors who have studied the groups 
report that among the three groups, the Indians are the 
most deprived (Fischer, 1968; Roy, 1959; Stanton, 1971).
According to documentation the Indian population
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has been, until recently, a loosely structured group with 
no political organization or direction. It has been only 
in the past few years that they have organized to secure 
better schools, improved roads, medical care, civil rights, 
and the most important to them, land ownership (Fischer, 
1968; Stanton, 1971; Roy and Leary, 1977). Religious 
groups, both Protestant and Catholic, have rendered care 
and direction to the Houmas since the early 1900's.
Many of the problems of the Houma through the years 
center on economics. The history of economic exploitation, 
which resulted in large part from interests in the rich 
natural resources of their region,"is quite ambiguous due 
to the passage of time and much hearsay. It is very 
difficult to separate fact and fiction.
In addition to the problems created by local preju­
dices against them, such as the use of the term "Sabine" 
(Parenton and Pellegrin, 1950; Roy, 1959), the Houma have 
experienced ecological and economic changes in their home­
land. As mentioned previously, some of the richest natural 
gas and petroleum fields in the United States were, and 
are, underneath the land occupied by the Houmas. The 
development of these resources has caused a great change 
in the land itself, not to mention the influx of numerous 
outside interests (industrial in nature). The economy has 
been altered and the exploitation of wildlife resources in 
the area continues (Fischer, 1968).
The Houma lands over the years were lost through
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various legal maneuvers. They lost land titles due to 
technical legal jargon which was not understood by the 
Indians. Also the tax sale was a legal device employed 
which permitted the acquisition of swamp lands by large 
companies and private individuals simply by paying unpaid 
taxes owed by the Indians. Many lawyers have tried 
unsuccessfully through the years to aid the Houma in 
reclamation of their land and have given up in frustration 
(Fischer, 1968:137-138). The Houma still hope for the 
reclamation of their land which they view as having been 
taken from them. This issue apparently has been one of the 
major unifying factors, if not the factor, in uniting the 
scattered settlements of the Houma (Fischer, 1968).
A variety of economic problems which have faced the 
Houmas over the years have been documented by Fischer (1968: 
138-139). They have been forced to sign annual leases 
indicating that they had no claim to the land held by fur 
companies. Oil from the off shore fields has polluted some 
of the oyster beds. Sportsmen who have gained ready access to 
Indian fishing and hunting grounds by means of roads 
constructed to develop the oil fields have depleted much of 
the catches the Indians are dependent upon. Many Indians 
who are afraid to swim or who have small boats have to 
confine their shrimping to the bays instead of more distant 
and productive shrimping grounds.
Many of the legal, economic, and environmental 
problems faced by the Houma through the years can be
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directly traced to their lack of education. Indians, from 
the initial establishment of schools in Terrebonne Parish, 
were denied access as a consequence of being treated simi­
larly to blacks. Because of difficulties between the 
blacks and Indians, the Indians would not attend the black 
schools. It was not until 19 37 that Indians had a school 
and this was because of the efforts of Protestant mission­
aries (Fischer, 19 68). This accounts for the illiteracy 
among Indian adults and the problem of dealing with tech­
nical legal documents written in English when their 
language was French.
It was not until 1961 that an Indian graduated 
from high school in Terrebonne Parish. And this occurred 
after years of opening and closing of schools created 
specifically for the Indians. Only after a great deal of 
political pressure was applied did the Indians eventually 
attend high school. The public school system today pro­
vides an elementary school (grades 1-8) in the Grand 
Caillou community. Busing then provides the transporta­
tion to the junior high and high schools located about 
twenty miles from Houma. But there are still difficulties 
in obtaining an education among the Indians. Economic 
pressures on the family frequently force children (par­
ticularly males) to drop out of school to help with 
shrimping or family affairs. The availability of schooling 
over the last twenty years, however, has given the Indians 
an opportunity to become somewhat proficient in the English
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language, thereby creating a bilingual situation in the 
Indian communities. And this has given the Indians impetus 
for organizing themselves politically in an attempt to 
improve their legal, social, and economic life chances.
The largest concentration of Indians in the three 
communities that are the focus of study reside in the Dulac 
area. They are located at the southern end of the com­
munity on the west side of Bayou Grand Caillou. A bridge 
connects the eastern side of Bayou Caillou to Bayou Dulac 
and another predominantly Indian group lives there (see 
map. Appendix A). The area is known as Lower Dulac. In­
dian families also reside in Grand Caillou, but are 
predominantly located on the west side of Bayou Grand 
Caillou. Most Indian males today earn their living as did 
their forebears by fishing or trapping; also with the 
influx of oil and gas companies job opportunities have 
developed in these areas.
The majority of whites live on the east side of 
Bayou Grand Caillou. The majority of business establish­
ments and local services are located in this area known 
officially as Boudreaux but locally as the Grand Caillou 
community. This area also contains the largest population 
grouping. The white residents own and operate most of the 
various businesses in the area or are employed in the 
numerous coastal-related industrial jobs (oil fields, 
industrial labor, tug boat operators, etc.).
Black residents comprise the smallest population
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group in the area. The majority of black families live in 
the northern part of Grand Caillou in an area known locally 
as Bobtown. The area is surrounded by large cane fields 
containing the remnants of what were probably the former 
plantations (Stanton, 1971). Black males work primarily in 
coastal-related activities while many of the black women 
work in local fish canneries and seafood processing plants.
The impact and influence of outside elements on 
these communities must not be overlooked or understated. 
Southern Terrebonne Parish is the site of some of the 
richest natural resources in the state in the form of oil 
and natural gas. Through the years there have been numer­
ous legal contests over ownership of land, mineral rights, 
etc. between the original inhabitants and outside groups 
(Fischer, 1968). Through the years the Indians have lost
I
all legal claims to the land and its natural resources. 
Because of the extensive ownership of land by oil 
interests, most of the property upon which the majority of 
residents live is leased from these companies.
The area where the study was made is rich in 
history. The culture of the area has evolved through the 
mixture of Indian, white, and black influences resulting in 
a dominant culture termed French Cajun. This life style 
has remained intact as is evidenced by language, despite 
the outside influences of twentieth-century industry, 
technology, and change.
This was the setting for this study. Since the
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communities are unique in many aspects from other rural 
communities, it allowed for an exploration of many notions 
which have been examined by previous studies. Whether the 
findings will be similar to or different from what prior 
research has shown remains a question of great interest. 
This question, in addition to many others, should be 
clarified by this study.
DEMOGRAPHIC CHARACTERISTICS
As has been stated previously, the population of 
the communities under study is tri-racial in composition. 
According to the U.S. census these communities fall into 
the rural category since they contain less than 2,500 in­
habitants (U.S. Census, 1970). The rural population is 
divided into two categories: rural farm and rural nonfarm.
All three communities are predominantly rural nonfarm.
Population Surveys
There have been varying estimates over the last 
thirty years of the racial composition of this area, 
especially regarding the size of the Indian population.
Since the 1970 census there have been attempts by numerous 
local, parish, state, and regional agencies to determine 
the numbers of Indians who reside in the communities and 
surrounding area. The numbers vary depending on whose 
report is read and when the survey was conducted.
The Gulf South Research Institute conducted a
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survey on Indians in Louisiana in 1972. They compared 
their findings with those of the 1970 U.S. Census figures.
In Terrebonne Parish their survey indicated almost 7 00 
less Indians than the U.S. Census (1,577 compared to 
2,265). Since the communities which are being studied are 
located within Ward 4 of Terrebonne Parish, the remaining 
figures presented here regarding population characteristics, 
composition, etc., are related to that area.
The 1970 U.S. Census figures are shown in Table 2. 
These figures are compared to 1977 figures which were 
developed by the Terrebonne Parish Police Jury. The 197 7 
figures are the most recent statistics available on the 
racial composition of the population.
Table 2 about here 
As can be noted from Table 2 there has not been a 
significant population change in the area for seven years 
except among the Indians (+ 8%). Given the decrease in 
the white population, it is noteworthy that some sources 
have indicated that many of the Indians have been counted 
as white in previous enumerations. One factor which also 
could contribute to discrepancies in the various surveys 
with respect to race could be the race of the interviewer 
(Indian or white) or whether or not the surveys called for 
racial self-identification.
The Terrebonne Parish Police Jury Survey, even 
though it is the most recent survey, omitted many cate­
gories of information which could be of use in updating
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Table 2. Total Population, by Race,
Ward 4 of Terrebonne Parish, 
1970 and 1977&
RACE
SOURCE White Black Indian Total
U.S. Census^ 
1970
2,876 420 1,443 4,739
Police Jury Survey‘d 
1977
2,866 481 1,791 5,138
^Grand Caillou, Dulac, and Bobtown are all included in this 
area, but there are additional scattered settlements 
within the geographical area of Ward 4.
^United States Department of Commerce, Bureau of Census. 
United States Census of Population: 1970, Characteristics
of the Population, Volume I, Part 20, Louisiana. 
Washington, D.C.: U.S. Government Printing Office, 1973.
^Terrebonne Parish Police Jury. Terrebonne Parish Popula­
tion Report: An Update. Management and Development
Service of Louisiana, Baton Rouge, Louisiana, 1977.
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19 70 Census information. Because of these omissions, the 
1970 Census figures are preserved in Table 2 to present 
selected information on residents. Since Table 2 does not 
indicate a great deal of change between 1970 and 1977 total 
population figures or in racial composition it can be 
assumed that the 19 7 0 figures are probably still very close 
to current figures.
19 70 U.S. Census Figures
The total households in Ward 4 were 1,041 with 4.5 
persons per household. Even though the blacks and Indians 
accounted for only 358 households, the number of persons 
per household was larger with 5.19 (U.S. Census, 1970).
The breakdown by sex was 2,397 males and 2,342 
females. In terms of age, the median age was 18.7. This 
is much lower in comparison with all other rural areas in 
the state which had a median age of 24.1 (U.S. Census, 
1970:20-45). The count of persons by sex and age is shown 
in Table 3. There is approximately an equal number of
Table 3 about here 
males (50.6%) to females (49.4%) in the area. The pre­
dominant segment of the population is school age, 19 or 
below (52.9%). The working population among both sexes 
(20-54) comprises only 43.1% of the total population.
Thus, these figures reflect a young population.
Table 4 shows the population by age, sex, and race. 
Even though the age categories are somewhat different, a
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Table 3. Total Population .by Sex and Age, 
Ward 4, Terrebonne Parish, 19 7 0
Age Groups
Total Population Males Females 
Number Percent
SexRatios
All age groups 4,739 100.0 2,397 2,342 102.3
0-4 675 14.3 325 350 92.9
5-9 703 14.8 349 354 98.6
10-14 616 13.0 332 284 116.9
15-19 508 10.8 252 256 98.4
20-24 414 8.7 216 198 109.1
25-34 585 12.3 285 300 95.0
35-44 463 9 . 8 252 211 119.4
45-54 319 6.7 156 163 95.7
55-59 155 3.3 75 80 93.8
60 — 64 106 2.2 55 51 107.8
70-74 137 2.9 74 63 117.5
74 + 58 1.2 26 32 81.3
^Number of males for every 100 females.
Source: United States Department of Commerce, Bureau of
Census. United States Census of Population:
197 0, Characteristics of the Population, Volume 
I, Part 20, Louisiana. Washington, B.C.: U.S.
Government Printing Office, 197 3.
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certain trend appears in each sex and racial category.
The population reveals that 42.1% of the total population 
is under the age of 15, thus demonstrating a population 
which is very young. The percent of the population 64 and 
above is quite low (4.1%). These figures show the same 
results across and within racial categories.
Table 4 about here




























Table 4. Total Population by Age and Race, 
Terrebonne Parish Ward 4, 1970
Total White Black Indian
Age Groups Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent
All age groups 4,739 100.00 3,296 100.00 426 100.00 1,017 100.00
0-4 675 14.2 448 13.6 66 15.5 161 15.8
5-14 1,319 27.8 891 27.0 136 31.9 292 28.7
15-24 922 19.5 613 18.6 68 16.0 241 23.7
25-34 585 12.4 428 13.0 50 11.7 107 10.5
35-44 463 9.8 352 10.7 35 8.2 76 7.5
45-54 319 6.7 240 7.3 26 6.1 53 5.2
55-64 261 5.5 175 5.3 23 5.4 63 6.2
64 + 195 4.1 149 4.5 22 5.2 24 2.4
(/)(/) Source: United States Department of Commerce, Bureau of Census. United States
Census of Population: 197 0, Characteristics of the Population, Volume I,
Part 20, Louisiana. Washington, D.C.: U.S. Government Printing Office,
1973. Cn
Chapter 3 
RESEARCH STRATEGY AND PROCEDURES
This chapter deals with the strategy utilized to 
study the designated communities. Because there are as 
many differing reasons for conducting social scientific 
research as there are research projects, one objective in 
this chapter is a discussion of the reason(s) for con­
ducting this study. In any research endeavor the goal is 
to merge the theoretical and empirical worlds. In 
presenting the purposes of the research through discussion 
of the research design these two worlds may be clarified 
for this study. The major topics to be examined in this 
chapter are as follows ; presentation of the research 
strategy combining explorative, elaborative, and 
comparative designs; the introduction of data sources 
including sampling procedures, the research instrument, 
and interviewing procedures; presentation of the 
operationalization of the dependent and independent 
variables; and finally, the statistical methods employed 
in the study.
53
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RESEARCH STRATEGY*
As previously stated there are many different 
reasons for conducting research. One of the purposes of this 
study is that of exploration. Exploratory studies are used 
frequently for new studies of a given topic, but they are 
also appropriate in cases of more persistent phenomena. 
Exploration is useful in demonstrating inconsistencies in 
the findings of other studies, examining areas where there 
are no clear theoretical formulations, etc. Community 
satisfaction research has been a concern within certain areas 
of sociology since the late 1940's. There are many aspects 
of this research which justify the use of an explorative 
mode. This approach will attempt to clarify certain areas 
of community satisfaction research while exploring 
additional dimensions not previously examined.
More specifically, the strategy is similar to what 
Rosenberg (1968:201-207) refers to as "elaboration." The 
process of elaboration involves expanding the relationship 
between two variables by introducing the third variable into 
the analysis. The purpose is to make the relationship more 
meaningful or exact. Rosenberg maintains that such a 
strategy should be used to a greater extent in survey
*The strategy to be used in this study does not 
correspond with the hypothesis testing model which is 
frequently viewed as ideal by many scientists. The 
strategy I will use allows the theoretical framework to 
guide exploratory techniques of inquiry. Thus theory pro­
vides the direction for the empirical analysis, while at the 
same time theoretical formations are expanded or modified 
based upon empirical findings.
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analysis. In addition, he states that "some form of 
elaboration is thus almost always required in a theoreti­
cally based survey," which this study represents. This 
allows for a great deal of information to be learned which 
is not based on the explicit testing of a preformulated 
hypothesis. Thus a wide range of knowledge is available by 
utilizing the various processes of elaboration rather than 
strictly and exclusively adhering to a hypothesis-testing 
approach which would restrict the analysis of the data 
(Rosenberg, 1968:200-201). The opportunity for the inter­
play of theory with the data is enhanced and directed by 
the continually-emerging relationships between data and 
theory. This elaborative strategy is enhanced by a 
comparative research design.
The comparative method allows one to extend 
theoretical and empirical elaboration beyond that which is 
possible in a study based on only one social phenomenon, 
such as a community. A strength of this method is that it 
can be used to test the generalizability of a finding based 
on data from one social system. Additional justification 
for its implementation in this study was supported by 
Williamson e^ â . (1977:348-355). They are as follows:
the comparative method can be used to replicate findings, 
to specify conditions under which a finding based on one 
social system holds in other social systems, and it allows 
one to empirically test theories which specify system level 
characteristics as variables. Thus by examining empirical
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observations from different social systems one is able to 
sort out observations sustained across situations. Factors 
which are particular to certain social systems could be 
theoretically clarified. Comparative community studies 
have focused on factors which are similar across systems as 
well as particular to the system itself (Przeworski and 
Teune, 1970). By examining those generalizable factors 
first it is then possible to remove such factors leaving 
only conditions unique to a system. Thus by reducing and 
eliminating these generalizable factors the residual 
secularities of the system can help explain variation in 
dependent variables (Deseran, 1975).
THE DATA
Sampling and Collection
The data for this research have been gathered in 
three small coastal Louisiana communities and three public 
schools in the area. Two samples were derived; an adult 
sample selected from the communities and an adolescent 
sample from the schools. Subjects from the two samples 
were interviewed in order to provide data for the study, 
which was part of the Louisiana Title V Project dealing 
with two coastal parishes in Louisiana.
The adult sample consists of 216 heads of house­
holds or their spouses. In order to derive the adult 
sample, the three communities were divided into equal popu­
lation segments. The population of each community is
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shown in Table 5. A 50% sample was taken of households in 
Dulac, a 25% sample of Grand Caillou, and a 50% sample of 
Bobtown. The different percentages were employed in order 
to give equal racial composition in the sample to Indian, 
white, and black persons. To derive the appropriate com­
munity sample, households were chosen in the following 
manner: in Dulac and Bobtown every other household was
chosen, whereas in Grand Caillou, every fourth household 
was selected. In order to insure representativeness the 
households were chosen beginning randomly on each block.
The student sample was drawn from lists of all 
students attending three schools which service the com­
munities. Lists of students were provided by the princi­
pals of each of the three schools. From these lists a 
random sample of all students was taken. The grade levels 
of the students range from the seventh to the twelfth 
grade. Letters of permission to be signed by parents were 
sent home with each student who had been selected for the 
sample (Appendix B). The student's parent or guardian was 
required to sign the letter and return it. If the student 
did not return the letter he/she was not allowed to parti­
cipate.* The returned letters had to be signed by the 
parent indicating approval or disapproval. Since the adult
*The turn down rate is estimated to be around 30%. 
Many students simply did not return their letters; other 
students' parents or guardians did not allow their children 
to participate in the study. The cooperation of the three 
principals made it easy to derive a sample of current stu­
dents, as well as, helping to secure parents' signatures.
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survey had been conducted earlier, it was possible to add 
additional students who were matched to the families of 
the adults interviewed. These students were added to the 
lists in order to conduct specific kinds of analyses.
From the lists a total sample of 19 2 students was selected.
Instrument
The survey for both adults (Appendix C) and 
adolescents (Appendix D) focused primarily on perceptions 
of community, community services, leisure time activities, 
housing, medical care, as well as acquiring information 
regarding work status, material possessions, and participa­
tion in organizations. Evaluations of community by adults 
and adolescents included such items as the quality of 
parish government, schools, medical care, roads, churches, 
and physical environment, as well as, opportunities for 
additional education, jobs, and recreation. Respondents 
were asked to evaluate law enforcement, obedience to laws, 
provision of good housing, pride in the community, level of 
friendliness, helpfulness, etc. Subjects were also asked 
their assessments of their dwellings and past, present, 
and future family situations.
In addition to the survey questionnaires, a pic­
torial survey of the houses of each adult respondent was 
conducted. This technique focused on the condition of the 
house. The survey provided additional data and knowledge 
based on relatively structured and objective criteria.
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Recruitment, Selection and Instruction 
of Interviewers
Some comments regarding recruitment, selection, and 
instruction of interviewers are in order. In the initial 
stages prior to conducting the two surveys, visits and 
contacts were made with interested persons from the com­
munities. The meetings were primarily the result of the 
efforts of a minister who is the Director of a Methodist 
Community Center serving the communities involved in this 
study. The Community Center has been actively involved over 
the years with these three communities. Because the Director 
had conducted numerous programs among the residents of these 
communities, he knew the importance of selecting responsible 
individuals to assist in such a study. Therefore, the 
Director played an important role in helping to organize, 
recruit, and implement the interviews for the adult sample. 
The importance of h:.s involvement in the success of this 
survey and subsequent efforts was significant.
Interviewers were selected from the three com­
munities in order to overcome a variety of problems both of 
a general methodological level and relative to the particu­
lar setting. As Gorden (1975:85-137) argues, indigenous 
interviewers can facilitate the communication process and 
maximize input from respondents. Although there may be 
shortcomings to using insiders given the nature of the 
community setting and the particular types of questions 
involved, it is believed that such a strategy would be the 
most productive. Another reason for the use of indigenous
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interviewers is that many persons in these communities 
speak only Cajun French, a French dialect in which all the 
interviewers were proficient. Workshops were conducted in 
order to acquaint the interviewers with not only the 
particular schedule but also to check the adequacy of the 
interview schedule relative to cultural-linguistic 
deficiencies. Invaluable suggestions were made during the 
training sessions by the interviewers which suggested that 
certain items be improved so that the items had comparable 
meanings when translated from English to Cajun French. 
Through the workshops, training was facilitated due to the 
previous experience of many of the interviewers. Valuable 
feedback on schedule items was received and potential 
problems in conducting the survey were dealt with by all 
involved in the project.
Despite potential problems regarding the use of 
indigenous interviewers it is believed that these problems 
were offset by the performance rate of the selected inter­
viewers. Of particular importance in the adult survey was 
the ability of the interviewers to gain access where out­
siders would be unsuccessful. In order to minimize the 
problems of training additional interviewers, the 
interviewers employed in the adult survey were engaged to 
conduct the student survey as well.*
*One further methodological consideration should be 
mentioned. The approach to the adult residents of these 
communities was to treat them as "consultants" as opposed 
to "respondents" or "subjects." Each adult interviewer was
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OPERATIONALIZATION OF THE VARIABLES
Dependent Variables
Community satisfaction. The interview schedule 
(both adult and adolescent surveys) included twenty-one 
items related to specific aspects of local community, 
ranging from services to interpersonal qualities (Appendix 
E). Responses range on each item on a five-point scale 
from very good to very poor. Items are coded from 5 to 1, 
indicating each response from very good to very poor.
Mean scores of groupings of individual means provide 
aggregate scores. These aggregated responses are termed 
community evaluation mean scores.
Responses are subjected to principal component 
factor analysis and varimax rotation in order to delineate 
dimensions of a community perceptions scale. Different 
scales are then derived for each of the following groups : 
adult sample, student sample, and adult and adolescent 
samples combined (Appendix F).
Family satisfaction. The interview schedules also
paid two dollars compensation for his or her time and 
information.
Also articles were placed in the local newspaper 
prior to the research being conducted indicating the 
intentions regarding the use of "consultants" in the study. 
Such an approach apparently had a great deal of appeal and 
helped reduce a high turn-down rate (approximately 5%). 
However, no monetary compensation was given to students 
who participated in the school survey.
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included a ladder scale specifically related to family 
situation (Appendix G).* A response is recorded ranging 
from 1 to 10 on the scale in relation to past, present, and 
future situations. Responses are coded 1 to 10 indicating 
the range from worst possible family situation to the best 
possible family situation. Mean scores of groupings of 
individual means provide aggregate scores. These scores 
are termed family satisfaction scale.
Independent Variables
Structural parameters. The major independent 
variables consist of the following structural parameters: 
age, sex, and race, which are measured by conventional 
questionnaire items (Appendix H).
*The family ladder scale is patterned after the 
use of a device Cantril (1965) called the "self-anchoring 
striving scale." Cantril's technique was to ask the 
individual to think of the "best life" and the "worst life" 
he or she could imagine and to place him/herself at the 
point where he/she thought they stood on a scale ranging 
between the two extremes. The Cantril ladder measure of 
satisfaction with life was originally implemented for a 
national sample in the U.S. in 1959 and measurements re­
peated in 1955, 1971, 1972, and 1974 which tends to give 
an indication of the scale's reliability and its accep­
tance of face validity (Campbell et , 1976:31-32. Pre­
vious studies using ladder scales for assessing reactions 
to life quality were Kilpatrick and Cantril, 1960; Cantril, 
1965; Andrews and Withey, 1976; and Campbell et al., 1976.
Given the reliability and validity of the "self­
anchoring scale" the researchers of the S-79 Regional 
Project, "Quality of Life and Rural Development in the 
Rural South," modified it to reflect evaluation of a 
specific life situation, that being, the family situation. 
The S-79 modification was implemented in this study. In 
order to make comparisons the scale was administered in 
terms of time settings: past, present, and future.
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Setting factors. Based upon the research strategy 
as previously presented, setting factors will be intro­
duced as they become relevant to the findings. These 
factors are potential influencing variables. Only those 
setting factors which appear to be related to the 
structural parameters are to be considered. Two setting 
factors which are to be examined are community and aspects 
of housing. The physical setting of the communities does 
not vary and it related to the social experiences found in 
the "Cajun" life style (i.e., hunting, fishing, eating, 
playing, etc.). Community as a setting may influence the 
responses of residents concerning dimensions of community 
and family situations. Various aspects of housing such as 
possession of certain conveniences, number of rooms, the 
type of residence (house or mobile home), etc. could all 
be advantages in achieving a high score on house condition. 
The physical setting where one lives could have an 
influence on the evaluative aspects of community and 
family circumstances. Additional setting factors may be 
explored as questions are raised by the data.
Housing conditions. After the interview schedules 
were administered to adults a pictorial housing survey of 
their dwellings was conducted. Ten separate aspects of 
the dwelling were rated on a scale from 1, representing 
the best, to 7, representing the worst (Appendix I).
Overall mean scores of the ten elements for each dwelling
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computed to produce an "objective" house score.*
This procedure focuses upon the condition of the 
dwelling in explicit terms and is patterned after a 
similar study conducted by the Texas Department of Com­
munity Affairs financed in part through a planning grant 
from the Department of Housing and Urban Development 
(1972) . The assessment of a dwelling segmented into ten 
elements, each requiring a separate assessment, overcomes 
the individual bias of cumulative assessments of such 
dwellings. This technique also avoids the problem of 
semantic description of the ten elements by employing a 
uniform scale represented by pictures of element condi­
tions (TDCA, 1973). The pictorial method should be more 
internally consistent in lieu of semantic description of 
elements which might vary from individual to individual.
The advantage of the technique is that the evaluator 
always has with him/her a constant pictorial scale per­
mitting reliable comparisons of dwelling data from area to 
area.**
STATISTICAL METHODS 
The research design establishes the limits and
*For an in-depth discussion of the development of 
the pictorial housing scale see Deseran et aJ.. , 1978.
**This pictorial technique complements the adult 
interviews by clarifying the condition of dwellings as 
reported by residents and correlating more objective indi­
cators (pictorial survey) with subjective indicators (adult 
responses to schedule questions) of housing satisfaction.
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bounds for the application of the appropriate statistical 
techniques employed on the data gathered.* The following 
statistical tests are to be used in exploring the questions 
generated in this study as well as to analyze the data 
gathered.
(1) For the total adult sample,correlations and 
multiple regression techniques are appropriate in order to 
denote the impact of race, age, sex, community, and house 
score upon community evaluations and family satisfaction.
(2) The total adolescent sample requires the 
application of correlations and multiple regression tech­
niques to denote the impact of race, sex, community, and 
school upon community evaluations and family satisfaction.
(3) In order to assess any differences between the 
total adult sample and the total student sample with regard 
to community evaluations and family satisfactions, ANOVA 
and t-tests are appropriate.
(4) To determine any differences between students 
in the adolescent sample t-tests and ANOVA are required to 
discover the impact of race, sex, and setting factors such 
as, grade and school upon community evaluations and family 
satisfaction.
(5) To adjust the analysis from a group to an
*The research design, tests, and procedures were 
chosen in consultation with Dr. David Blouin, Assistant 
Professor, Department of Experimental Statistics, Louisiana 
State University.
R eproduced  with perm ission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without perm ission.
66
individual level the differences between parents (matched 
adults in the adult sample) and adolescents in the same 
family (matched students in the student sample) are to be 
explored by applying paired t-tests. Differences 
regarding community evaluations and family satisfaction 
would be examined noting the impact by race, age, sex, and 
community.
The theoretical background and methodological 
presentations have prepared the way for the next chapter: 
the presentation of the analysis of data. The examination 
begins with the evaluations of community as reported by 
adults as opposed to adolescents.
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DATA ANALYSIS
The strategy employed here is an exploratory 
analysis beginning with "well-known" relationships sug­
gested by previous research findings (Hough et a^., 1969; 
Deseran, 19 75; Marans and Rodgers, 197 5; Andrews and 
Withey, 1976; Campbell et al*' 1976) . Factors pertinent to 
perceptions of community and family to be analyzed here 
include age, race, and community of residence. The first 
section of this chapter will include the derivation of the 
community satisfaction* scale(s). Next will follow an 
analysis of models in the order presented in the previous 
chapter.
Analyses of community and family satisfaction 
models will be presented chronologically for each of the 
following samples: adult, adolescent, combined adult and
adolescent, and matched adult and adolescent. Other 
factors will be introduced as they become relevant in the 
process of analysis.
*The terms community satisfaction and community 
evaluation will be used interchangeably throughout this
study.
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ADULT AND ADOLESCENT PERCEPTION 
OF COMMUNITY
Community Evaluation Scale Scores
The data offers strong support to the notion that 
adolescents and adults diverge in their corresponding per­
ceptions of community situation. As demonstrated in 
Appendix F, the varying factor patterns indicate sub­
stantial differences in configurations of perceived 
aspects of community for each sample. These preliminary 
findings suggest that scale items should be carefully 
examined to insure that they are consistent across samples 
as well as interrelated. Only those items with factor 
loadings of .550 0 or higher will be selected in the con­
struction of the community evaluation scale(s). In 
examining the various tables and their results in Appendix 
F, one factor pattern emerges throughout each sample. The 
factor is conceptualized in terms of "social solidarity" 
and comprises three items: community pride, friendliness,
and helpfulness. The rigorous criteria for selecting the 
scale items thus offers some confidence in the social 
solidarity scale in providing a basis for analyzing 
similarities as well as possible differences between and 
within each group.
Adult Sample
The analysis of the data will begin with the 
perceptions of community by adult residents. In order to
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gain a complete assessment of the data, social solidarity, 
race*, community residence**, age, and house condition 
were included in an analysis of covariance model. The 
results of adults on the community evaluation scale 
follow.
Adult Community Evaluation
In examining Table 5, it can be noted that age is 
the only variable which is statistically significant 
(P-S.043). Race, community, and house score apparently 
have little impact upon adult assessment of community
Table 5 about here 
solidarity. This suggests -that age may have a greater 
impact upon a resident's perceptions of less tangible, but 
meaningful aspects of community life (i.e., friendliness, 
helpfulness, and community pride). This finding is con­
sistent with some previous research (Deseran, 1975, 1976) 
where age appeared to affect evaluations of non-service 
type dimensions of community. Prior analysis of the adult 
sample revealed a positive correlation regarding age and
*In this model race was collapsed into two 
categories of white and nonwhite. Indians and blacks 
comprised the nonwhite category. This was done in order 
to maintain large enough cell frequencies for statistical 
analysis. The N's were very low for blacks, N=17;
Indian, N=112; white, N=81.
**In addition, community residence was collapsed 
into two categories: Dulac and Grand Caillou, for the
same reasons as stated above. Dulac, N=59, Grand Caillou, 
N=131, and Bobtown, N=20. Grand Caillou and Bobtown were 
collapsed due to their geographic proximity.
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Table 5. Results of Analysis of Covariance for Community 
Evaluation: Adults
Variables DF SS F Value Prob F
Race 1 . 3896 1.387 .240
Community 1 .2013 .716 .398
Age 1 1.1641 4.144 .043
House Score 1 .5697 2.028 .156
N = 210
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community satisfaction. This again supports other 
research which indicates the older a person is, the more 
satisfied he or she is with certain aspects of community.
Perhaps as noticeable in this model is the lack of 
any impact on community satisfaction by community of 
residence or race. Of particular importance to this study 
is the unique feature of a large segment of Indian popu­
lation in the communities. General observation, previous 
research, and knowledge of differences in levels of 
education and income would lead one to believe that there 
would be rather marked differences in levels of satisfac­
tion. Therefore, the same model will be reanalyzed with 
race and community deaggregated to three levels even 
though there may be difficulty interpreting the results 
because of low N's for some racial and community 
categories.
In examining the results shown in Table 6, two 
differences from the previous tables are notable. First, 
although age remains statistically significant, it
Table 6 about here 
increases in its significance. And second, race becomes 
statistically significant in this model (P ç.014) where it 
was not so previously. Community residence as a variable 
does not show any change. In order to account for the 
differences in the two models, an examination of adjusted 
mean scores for race and community is in order.
Table 7 reports adjusted mean scores for race and
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Table 6. Results of Analysis of Covariance for Community 
Evaluation: Adults
Variables DF SS F Value Prob F
Race 2 2.3523 4.339 .014
Community 2 .5776 1.066 . 347
Age 1 1.6860 6.220 .013
House Score 1 . 2802 1.034 . 310
N = 210
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community for each of the models presented in Tables 5 and 
6. As can be seen in the first model where race was 
divided into two categories, the adjusted mean scores show 
very little difference between them. In the second model, 
when race is divided into three levels, the adjusted mean 
scores for white and Indian are almost the same (2.41 and 
2.42) whereas the mean score for black (2.09) indicates a 
much lower level of perceived social solidarity. Community 
residence was not statistically significant in either 
model, but the mean scores in the second model reveal 
slight differences, enough to suggest that those adults 
residing in Dulac and Bobtown perceive the level of social 
solidarity to be less than do Grand Caillou residents. It 
is important to note that in examining Table 6 and part of 
Table 7 which contain the results of the second model, 
caution should be exercised due to the low N.
Table 7 about here 
It is possible to conclude from the first model 
that the items comprising the satisfaction scale do not 
evoke differential responses by respondents when race is 
examined. It would appear that when race as a category is 
disaggregated, differences in perception of social 
solidarity become clearer. For instance, blacks appear 
to be less positive regarding social solidarity than 
Indians or whites when the second model is examined. In 
spite of the low N's, these differences appear to be 
informative regarding the nature of the relationship
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Table 7. Comparison of Adjusted Mean Scores for Different 
Models : Adults
COMMUNITY EVALUATION
Variables* Adjusted Means Total N
FIRST MODEL
Race White 2.45 81
Nonwhite 2. 39 129
(Indian and
Black
Community Dulac 2. 37 59





Race Indian 2.42 112
Black 2.09 17
Dulac 2.26 59
Community Grand Caillou 2.41 131
Bobtown 2.25 20
*Mean scores are not presented for age and house scores 
because they are continuous variables.
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between race and evaluation of a dimension of community.
Adult Family Satisfaction
Family satisfaction of adults was assessed in a 
regression model with the same independent variables 
employed to examine community satisfaction: race, com­
munity residence, age, and house score. An examination of 
Table 8 reveals two statistically significant findings.
Race (P < .001) and house score (P< .018) both influence 
assessments of family satisfaction at present.* Whites 
were more satisfied than nonwhites with their current 
family situation (see Table 10). Even though both groups 
were satisfied, the difference between racial groups could 
possibly be explained in part by the condition of the 
house. The findings indicated that the better the condi­
tion of the house, the higher the score in terms of family 
satisfaction. Age and residence apparently have little 
influence on resident evaluations of their family 
situations.
Table 8 about here 
The lack of a notable relationship between family 
satisfaction and age is as perplexing as the lack of a 
relationship between race and community satisfaction.
*It should be recalled that while family satis­
faction was operationalized based upon three different 
time periods: (1) current family situation, (2) family
situation five years ago, and (3) family situation five 
years in the future, analysis will be for current family 
situations only.
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Table 8. Results of Analysis of Covariance for Family 
Satisfaction: Adults
Variables DF SS F Value Prob • F
Race 1 60.8447 12.432 . 001
Community 1 6.9594 1.422 .234
Age 1 4.2453 .867 .353
House Score 1 27.8276 5.686 .018
N = 206
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This could possibly be accounted for by the homogeneous 
nature of perceived family living shared by adults across 
racial lines within the area. Because race is di­
chotomized into white and nonwhite in the model presented 
in Table 8, the model was reexamined making adjustments in 
two of the variables (Table 9). All three levels were 
included for race and community; age and house score were 
treated as before.
Table 9 about here 
The findings reported in Table 9 are similar to 
the results reported in Table 8 even though the number of 
classifications for race and community residence have been 
increased. Race and house score evoke the only statisti­
cally significant results in the family satisfaction model. 
The only change is a lower level of statistical signifi­
cance for both variables in the second model. Still, race 
influences the perception of one's family situation. 
Therefore, it appears as if one's racial identity is 
related to how one perceives his or her family situation. 
The direction of these perceptions by racial category and 
community residence is indicated by the adjusted mean 
scores shown in Table 10.
Table 10 about here 
As can be seen from the first model, both races 
have high adjusted mean scores, whites 7.5, nonwhites 6.4. 
But the difference is substantial enough to conclude that 
whites in the sample are more satisfied with their current
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Table 9. Results of Analysis of Covariance for Family 
Satisfaction: Adults
Variables DF SS F Value Prob F
Race 2 61.4150 6.306 .003
Community 2 23.1774 2.380 . 093
Age 1 3.4503 .709 .401
House Score 1 26.5065 5.443 .021
N = 206
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Table 10. Comparison of Adjusted Mean Scores for Different 
Models : Adults
FAMILY SATISFACTION
Variables * Adjusted Means Total N
FIRST MODEL




Community Dulac 6.72 59





Race White 6.93 79
Black 7.41 17
Dulac 7.13 59
Community Grand Caillou 7.61 128
Bobtown 5.40 19
*Mean scores are not presented for age and house scores 
because they are continuous variables.
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family circumstances. An examination of the adjusted mean 
scores in the second model indicates that the Indians 
have a lower level of present family satisfaction (x=5.8) 
than do blacks (x=7.4) and apparently contributed to the 
overall lower nonwhite scores in the first model.
When adjusted mean scores for community residence 
are examined the scores are again high for both com­
munities. In the first model Grand Caillou is higher than 
Dulac. The second model also shows Grand Caillou to have 
the highest adjusted mean scores (x=7.6) and it shows what 
effect the lower scores of Bobtown (x=5.4) could have had 
in' the first model in reducing the adjusted mean scores 
for the combined communities.
Reference to historical events may help account 
for why whites might be more satisfied than nonwhites in 
the sample. Whites have traditionally had higher levels 
of income, better homes, jobs, etc. (Roy, 1959; Stanton, 
1971; and Fischer, 1968). Since the majority of whites 
reside in Grand Caillou, it also seems reasonable that 
higher adjusted mean scores would be found in that com­
munity. It should be kept in mind that the adjusted mean 
scores for the first and second models for race and 
community all fall toward the positive end of the scale 
(which ranges from 1 - 10), which suggests that adults are 
satisfied with their present family situation. Of concern 
is the degree to which aggregate scores indicate 
differences.
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Adolescent Sample
The sampling procedure for adolescents has been 
previously discussed. To allow comparisons with the adult 
sample, only those students residing in the three com­
munities under study will be selected for analysis of 
their responses, thus the adolescent sample will be some­
what smaller than previously noted (N=192). Appendix F 
provides the community evaluation scale to be implemented 
in the analysis for adolescents. The outline for 
statistical procedures presented in the design chapter will 
be followed. It should be recalled that by using the 
analysis of covariance model an attempt is being made to 
explore the combined impact of race*, sex**, and community 
residence*** upon community evaluations and family 
satisfaction.
*In this model race, was collapsed into two 
categories of white and nonwhite. Indians and blacks 
comprised the nonwhite category (for justification, see 
previous footnote on the adult sample in this chapter).
The procedure of breaking race and community residence into 
three categories for exploratory purposes will not be 
conducted here because of the small N's in some categories.
**As an independent variable sex is now being 
introduced in the model because of a better balance of 
male and female in the adolescent sample, whereas the 
adult sample was predominantly female, and thus biased. 
House score, on the other hand, is omitted from the model 
because evaluation of houses was conducted only for adults, 
thus a score for housing condition was unavailable for all 
adolescents.
***In addition, community residence was also 
collapsed into two categories: Dulac and Grand Caillou,
for statistical analysis.
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Adolescent Community Evaluation
An examination of Table 11 reveals that of the 
three models employed there are no variables which have a 
statistically significant impact upon community evaluation 
among adolescents. Thus, the variables race, community 
residence, age, and sex, contrary to previous research 
findings, appear to be unrelated to community evaluations. 
In order to explore this further, an examination of 
adjusted mean scores is appropriate.
Table 11 about here 
Table 12 shows the adjusted mean scores for each 
of the two models. As can be observed, the adjusted mean 
scores show little, if any, difference regardless of com­
munity residence, race, or sex. The adjusted mean scores 
on all variables reflect an average level of satisfaction 
among adolescents (2.5 on a 5 point scale). Thus, in 
terms of evaluations of social solidarity, there is a 
shared perception among adolescents. This may suggest 
that the pervasiveness of the "Cajun" life style (i.e., 
hunting, fishing, eating, playing, etc.) is uniform for 
adolescents across race, age, sex, and residence lines.
Table 12 about here
Adolescent Family Satisfaction
Adolescent responses to their family situations 
are treated as a dependent variable in a regression model 
incorporating the identical independent variables used to
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Table 11. Results of Analysis of Covariance for Community 
Evaluation; Adolescents*
COMMUNITY EVALUATION
Variables DF SS F Value Prob F
Race 1
FIRST MODEL 
. 0094 . 048 . 828
Community 1 .0001 .000 .980
Age 1 .1771 .897 .347




Community 1 . 0001 . 001 .981
Sex 1 .0572 .288 .593
N = 86
*For the sake of comparability with the adult sample, the 
first model is examined, but age has such a restricted 
range for adolescents (11-18) that the second model is 
the only remaining model plausible for the adolescent 
sample since house score is not available.
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Table 12. Comparison of Adjusted Mean Scores for 
Different Models: Adolescents
COMMUNITY EVALUATION





























*Mean scores are not presented for age because it is a 
continuous variable.
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examine adolescent community satisfaction: race, com­
munity residence, age, and sex. Three different models 
were constructed to explore adolescents' assessments of 
their current family situations (Table 13). An examina­
tion of the three models reveals that only the first model 
contains a finding which is statistically significant.
Race is the only variable which evokes differential assess­
ments of family satisfaction (P<.032). As can be noted, 
the findings in the other two models show race very close 
to being statistically significant. The direction of 
these evaluations is indicated by the adjusted mean scores 
as shown in Table 14.
Table 13 about here 
As can be seen from the first model in Table 14, 
both races have high adjusted mean scores, whites 7.43, 
nonwhites 6.57. But the difference is substantial enough 
to conclude that whites are more satisfied with their 
current family circumstances than are nonwhites. It 
should be noted that these scores by race (white and non­
white) are almost identical to those of adults concerning 
family satisfaction. Thus, the same explanation for 
adults may be applicable to adolescents. That is, 
historically, whites have had higher levels of income, 
better housing, and more job opportunities and the scale 
scores may be a reflection of these differences in levels 
of living. In spite of these circumstances, nonwhite 
adolescents still view their family situations positively
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Table 13. Regression Models Showing Family Satisfaction 
for Adolescents
FAMILY SATISFACTION
Variables DF SS F Value Prob F
FIRST MODEL
Race 1 16.7206 4.739 .032
Community 1 5.2376 1.484 .227
N = 87
SECOND MODEL
Race 1 13.0205 3.686 .058
Community 1 6.1530 1.742 .191
Age 1 1.1507 . 326 .570
N = 85
THIRD MODEL
Race 1 13.0205 3.769 . 056
Community 1 6.1530 1.781 .186
Sex 1 7.4275 2 .150 . 146
N = 35
R eproduced  with perm ission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without perm ission.
87
(x=6.58). Even though there are no substantial differences 
between the responses of subjects from the two racial 
groups, enough of a difference exists to try and account 
for the higher scores of whites.
Table 14 about here 
The variables community residence and sex, while 
not evoking statistically significant differences in the 
findings of the three models, show some interesting dif­
ferences in adjusted mean scores. When community residence 
is examined the scores are consistent with the adult 
findings. Respondents from both communities have high 
scores, but again Grand Caillou residents score higher 
than Dulac residents in all models. Sex differences show 
that female adolescents are more satisfied with family 
than males. This is in keeping with problems that have 
traditionally faced males in these communities, but 
caution should be maintained because both males (x=6.63) 
and females (x=7.22) have high scores. Overall, indica­
tions are that adolescents in the area are satisfied with 
their present family situations, but it is possible to 
note some differences based on adjusted mean scores by 
race, community, and sex.
Merged Adult and Adolescent Samples
Data from both adult and adolescent respondents 
were merged and analyzed to see if the results would vary 
from the findings noted for the separate
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Table 14. Comparison of Adjusted Mean Scores for Different 
Models of Family Satisfaction? Adolescents
Variables *
FAMILY SATISFACTION









































*Mean scores are not presented for age because it is a 
continuous variable.
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subpopulations.* For a discussion of the development of 
the community evaluation scale for both samples, see 
Appendix F. To be consistent with the preceding analysis, 
the two dependent variables are to be incorporated in a 
regression model to examine the effect of race and com­
munity residence.** The justification for this model is 
found in the previous design chapter.
Adult and Adolescent Community Evaluation
Two models examine the impact of race and com­
munity residence (Table 15). Findings based upon the 
first model, in which community and race are dichotomized, 
offer no statistical significance between the variables.
But, as can be seen in Table 15, the findings change for 
the second model where race and community residence are 
each placed into three classifications. As a result of 
this change, the effect of each variable becomes 
statistically significant (Pi .032 for race and PS .024 
for community). This suggests that in collapsing cate­
gories it is very possible to mask potentially significant
*It should be noted that students who were part of 
the total sample, but did not reside in the communities 
under study, are not included in this merged sample.
**For exploratory purposes, race and community 
residence will be collapsed into two categories and then 
broken down into three categories to examine particular 
effects or differences based upon a particular category.
As mentioned previously, the adult sample is heavily 
weighted by female respondents, thus sex is omitted from 
the model. And, as previously noted in the design chapter, 
age is a continuous variable and thus cannot be included 
in the analysis of the merged sample.
R eproduced with perm ission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without perm ission.
90
results for subpopulations. An examination of the least 
squares mean scores would again provide data to account 
for the differences in the two models.
Table 15 about here 
The results shown in Table 16 reveal there is 
little difference between white and nonwhite, although 
white subjects scored slightly higher. There is a dif­
ference between respondents from the different communities 
with those from Grand Caillou having a little higher mean 
score.
Table 16 about here 
Findings for the second model reveal that mean 
scores for racial groups are nearly the same in terms of 
perceptions of social solidarity. Differences by com­
munity residence are noticeable with Grand Caillou 
residents having the highest scores (x=2.47) and those 
from Bobtown the lowest scores (x=2.12). These findings 
do not differ substantially from the results reported 
earlier in this study. When the two samples are combined, 
the statistical significance of race and community is 
enhanced. The differences in scores for residents of each 
community did not become statistically significant until 
both samples were combined. This may seem inconsistent in 
the sense that if age as a parameter organizes evaluations 
on a collective level it should also do so to some degree 
among subpopulations. The findings suggest that age 
probably becomes more of a factor in heterogeneous
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Table 15. Results of the Analysis of Covariance for
Community Evaluation; Adults and Adolescents
COMMUNITY EVALUATION
Variables DF SS F Value Prob F
FIRST MODEL
Race 1 . 7038 2.76 .098
Community 1 .1961 . 77 . 391
N = 300
SECOND MODEL
Race 2 1.7338 3.50 .032
Community 2 1.8793 3. 79 . 024
N = 300
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Table 16. Comparison of Least Square Mean Scores for 





Whits 2. 45Race Nonwhite 2.36
(Indian and Black)








Community Grand Caillou 2.47
Bobtown 2.12
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populations than homogeneous subpopulations. In addition, 
age, in combination with other variables (such as sex, 
urban communities, education, income, etc.) which are not 
included in this analysis, possibly contributes to the 
findings noted.
Thus, the findings suggest two possible explana­
tions. One, that race and community residence may have 
more of an impact upon a resident's perceptions of less 
tangible, but meaningful, aspects of community life (i.e., 
friendliness, helpfulness, community pride, etc.). Thus, 
one's residence effects perceptions of community solidarity. 
Second, the possibility exists that different communities 
are actually different and perceptions reflect this actual 
difference.
Adult and Adolescent Family Satisfaction
Continuing to explore for possible variations or 
similarities among respondents' perceptions of family 
situation, the family satisfaction scale scores results 
for the combined adult and adolescent samples are included 
in a regression model. Race and community residence are 
again included in the model. An examination of Table 17 
shows the results of two models, where, as done previously 
in the first model, race and community are treated as 
dichotomous variables and in the second model both 
variables are disaggregated to three categories. The 
race of the respondent results in the only statistically
R eproduced with perm ission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without perm ission.
94
significant finding (P < .001), whereas in the second model 
findings are statistically significant for both race 
(P^.OOl) and community (P< .051).
Table 17 about here 
An examination of the mean scores for these models 
shows fairly high levels of satisfaction with the current 
family situation, but differences exist within the cate­
gories of race and community (Table 18). Whites have much 
higher mean scores than nonwhites in the first model, and 
when the second model is examined whites and blacks are 
similar in assessment of family whereas Indians are a full 
point lower on the average. Grand Caillou residents 
continue in both models to have the highest scores with 
Dulac residents next, and Bobtown residents the lowest.
This finding has been consistent in the adult and 
adolescent sample.
Table 18 about here 
There appears to be a discrepancy between the 
scores by race and community residence when the findings 
between the models are compared. Considering that each of 
the communities is populated primarily by one racial group, 
we would expect the mean scores for racial groups to 
correspond to the community mean scores. Dulac, for 
example, is approximately 90% Indian, and has a higher 
mean score (x=6.89) than the overall Indian respondent 
mean score (x=6.08). This could be the result of a couple 
of factors: (1) there are whites residing in the Dulac
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Table 17. Results of the Analysis of Covariance for Family 
Satisfaction; Adults and Adolescents
FAMILY SATISFACTION
Variables DF SS F Value Prob F
FIRST MODEL
Race 1 81.4759 18.02 . 001
Community 1 12.2858 2.72 .100
N = 294
SECOND MODEL
Race 2 83.9616 9 . 34 .001 .
Community 2 27.1770 3.02 .050
N = 294
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Table 18. Results of Mean Scores for Different Models of 




White 7. 49Race Nonwhite 6.43
(Indian and Black)








Community Grand Caillou 7.37
Bobtown 6.12
*Mean scores are not presented for age because it is a 
continuous variable.
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sample which could raise the mean scores of Dulac since 
whites tend to have the highest scores and (2) the most 
dissatisfied Indians are those who reside in Grand Caillou 
where the majority of businesses, nicer homes, etc. are 
owned by whites, thus lowering Grand Caillou and Indian 
scores.
The most puzzling result of the second model is 
that of black mean score compared to the Bobtown findings. 
While blacks have a high mean score of x=7.14, Bobtown has 
a very low mean score of x=6.12. This may appear to be 
inconsistent given that the majority of residents in 
Bobtown are black. However, there are blacks residing in 
Grand Caillou and Dulac, as well as a few Indian families 
living in Bobtown. Because there are relatively few blacks 
and Bobtown residents in the sample, the low cell frequen­
cies make scores sensitive to any variations among black 
respondents and Bobtown residents.
Further inspection of Table 18 suggests a 
relatively high level of satisfaction with present family 
circumstances. Also the scores indicate differences 
across racial groupings and communities. The results of 
combined samples suggest that white subjects tended to be 
more optimistic about their current family situations than 
did nonwhite subjects. This is supported by the previous 
regression analysis of adults (Table 9) and adolescents 
(Table 13) and mean scores (adults - Table 10; adolescents 
“ Table 14). The merged samples provide another very
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interesting finding; that is, in the previous regression 
models for each adult and adolescent sample, community 
residence was never significant, but when samples are 
merged, community eventually becomes statistically sig­
nificant (Table 17, second model). The statistically 
significant findings are possibly an artifact of combining 
the two samples. There is perhaps an interaction effect 
in the merged sample which would not be noted unless one 
controlled for age categories (adult vs. adolescent). The 
results then would suggest no major differences in per­
ception of family situation based upon age. The data does 
suggest some differences, though, based upon race and com­
munity residence.
Community Evaluation; Matched 
Adults and Adolescents
Previous studies which have examined similarities 
and differences between adolescents and adults in their 
perceptions of aspects of community have guided this 
portion of the analysis (Bealer and Willits, 1961; Hough 
et al. , 1969; Deseran, 1975). The one major advantage of 
this research effort over earlier studies is that it was 
possible to match responses of adolescent subjects with 
those of their parents who had earlier been part of our 
adult sample.* This matching procedure provided an
*Since the names and addresses of adults were kept 
in order to send them their pay as consultants, it was 
easy to check the parental approval forms required for 
student participation in their survey. The addresses and
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opportunity to comparatively assess perceptions of com­
munity and family situations between adolescents and their 
parents within families. Such comparative analysis should 
clarify how much impact age as a structural parameter has 
in terms of variations in levels of satisfaction with 
community. In conducting this sort of comparison, one can 
more clearly determine if family context is an influence 
on community/family perceptions. This could show a direct 
indication of family influence on attitudes and lead to 
possible behavioral implications. By applying paired 
t-tests to the matched adult and adolescent samples, 
differences could be noted regarding age and community 
evaluations of social solidarity.
The findings for paired t-tests for differences of 
perceptions between adult and offspring are reported in 
Table 19. As can be seen, differences between the com­
munity evaluation scores of parents and their children are 
not statistically significant (t=2.91. Pi;.094). Adoles­
cents have slightly higher mean scores (x=2.47) than do 
their parents (x=2.32). Evidently there is a great deal 
of similarity in the way parents and their children 
evaluate their community. Upon initial examination this 
finding suggests a strong influence of parents on their
names of parents of each child were provided by each 
school in an attempt to identify students who were the 
children of adults previously interviewed. Another 
criterion check was to ask the students if they knew 
whether or not their parent had participated in the 
previous community survey.
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children regarding this aspect of their community.
Table 19 about here 
To further examine these findings paired t-tests 
are employed while controlling for race and community 
residence (Table 20). The findings reveal a statistically 
significant difference between adults and offspring in the 
nonwhite category only (P^.040). Nonwhite adolescents 
evaluate their community situations more positively than 
their parents (x=2.48 and 2.17 respectively). The mean 
scores of whites indicate higher levels of social solidar­
ity than for nonwhites among adults (x=2.53 to x=2.17) 
and adolescents (x=2.54 to x=2.48), which is consistent 
with other findings reported in this study. Although non­
whites are less positive about their communities than 
whites, it is of interest here that there are distinct 
differences based upon age. Previous studies (Bealer and 
Willits, 1961; Deseran, 1975) have noted that adolescents 
tend to be less satisfied than their adult counterparts.
In particular, Polansky (1969:221) noted that among adoles­
cents powerlessness is enhanced by social class and race. 
Battle and Rotter (1963) also noted the interaction 
between ethnicity and social class. The mean scores of 
this portion of the analysis fail to support previous 
findings of dissatisfaction on the part of youth; adoles­
cents of both racial categories have higher mean scores 
than their parents (white, x=2.54, to x=2.53; nonwhite, 
x=2.48 to x=2.17).
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Table 19. T-Tests for Differences Between Community
Evaluation Mean Scores of Matched Adults and 
Adolescents
Adults Adolescents
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Table 20 about here
Hough et al. (19 69) conclude that there is an 
absence of adolescent contraculture in rural areas. They 
claim that while schools may provide potential attitude 
changing experiences and influences for rural youth, their 
basic attitudes remain the same as that of their parents. 
Findings from this study support this case regarding 
assessment of community for white adults and adolescents, 
but not the case for nonwhite adults and adolescents.
Table 20 suggests that for nonwhite adolescents other 
areas of influence may exist which result in differing 
views from their parents. The question of the possible 
source of this influence, such as, schools, peers, etc., 
although important, extends beyond the scope of the data 
available.
Deseran (1975) concludes that community residence 
has a bearing on differences between adults and adolescents 
in their perceptions of community in rural settings. The 
data reported in Table 20, however, do not indicate any 
statistically significant differences between adults and 
adolescents while controlling for community. The mean 
community evaluation scores reveal no differences in 
perception of social solidarity between age groups in 
Dulac. The differences between adult (x=2.29) and 
adolescent (x=2.48) mean scores in Grand Caillou are more 
noticeable even though not statistically significant. The 
results in this study are contradictory to previous










Table 20. T-tests for Differences Between Community Evaluation Scores of Matched 
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findings in the sense that adults from Grand Caillou have 
had higher mean scores for evaluation of community than 
adults living in other communities. But the results are 
consistent when the sample of matched adults is examined 
(Indian and black, N=25; white, N=21). Since nonwhites 
have had consistently lower mean scores, the mean scores 
for Grand Caillou reflect scores skewed by a nonwhite 
sample. The racial category scores for this table also 
support this conclusion. Nonetheless, nonwhite adoles­
cents still have higher mean scores in Grand Caillou than 
their parents. The factors which were previously sug­
gested for such differences in scores are still appropriate 
for this case.
Family Satisfaction; Matched 
Adults and Adolescents
In order to examine differences in perception of
family situation between adults and adolescents, paired
t-tests were used. Age, race, and community residence
are factors which will control the statistical analyses.
The findings of the initial t-tests are reported in
Table 21.
Table 21 about here 
The results indicate a statistically significant 
difference between adults and adolescents (t=4.20, P < 
.047). An examination of the mean scores indicates the 
direction of the difference between parents and their off­
spring. Adolescents, again, have higher mean scores
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Table 21. T-tests for Differences Between Family
Satisfaction Mean Scores of Matched Adults and 
Adolescents
Adults Adolescents
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(x=6.84) than do their adult parents (x=5.94). Thus, 
the argument that family influence tends to predominate 
adolescent attitudes or values in rural areas (Hough et 
al., 1969) , is not supported by the findings displayed in 
Table 21. To continue to explore possible differences, 
Table 22 presents findings which control perceptions of 
family by race and community residence.*
Table 22 about here
The paired t-test results reveal a statistically 
significant difference between nonwhite adult and adoles­
cent mean scores (P É.023). These scores show that white 
parents and their children respond similarly to questions 
about their family situations. Major differences again 
are found among nonwhites where adolescents report a much 
greater level of satisfaction with their family situations 
(x=6.51) than their parents (x=5.35). Thus in controlling 
for race, age becomes an important factor among nonwhites 
in their perceptions of present family situations.
Community residence is also examined in Table 22. 
The results of the paired t-tests for Dulac and Grand 
Caillou are both statistically significant. Even though 
Dulad has a small sample (N=12) the findings are signifi­
cant (t=14.76, PS .012) where adults have higher scores 
(x=7.83) than their offspring (x=6.00). This is somewhat 
surprising given previous results regarding family and
*It should be noted that the sample for Dulac, 
N=12, is so small that the findings are tentative.








Table 22. T-tests for Differences Between Family Satisfaction Scores of Matched 
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community assessments. This finding is indeed strange and 
probably a result of the small sample size.
An examination of the Grand Caillou community shows 
a T score of 8.16 and Pi .007). The mean scores reveal 
that, in general, parents and children assess their family 
situations positively. However, there is a marked dif­
ference on the family ladder scale between parents and 
their children. Again, the adolescents have a higher mean 
score than their parents (x=6.95 and 5.67, respectively).
In summarizing the findings of family satisfaction 
for the matched adult and adolescent sample it can be 
noted that a higher level of satisfaction with present 
family circumstances could be found among adolescents, 
whites, and residents of Grand Caillou when controlling 
for age, race, and community residence.
CONCLUSIONS
This chapter has been primarily exploratory, sug­
gesting factors which might influence individuals' 
definitions of their community and family situation.
These influences have been examined empirically searching 
for relationships. Some attempt has been made during 
this chapter to explain or analyze the data. Unfortunate­
ly, this effort has raised more questions than it has 
answered. Therefore, the purpose of the final chapter is 
twofold. First, to summarize the findings in .a concise, 
organized manner. Second, to discuss the theoretical
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implications of the findings relevant to existing com­
munity efforts and to assess the potential for future 
research.
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Chapter 5 
SUÎ/IMARY AND CONCLUSIONS
The effort here is directed at reviewing and sug­
gesting theoretical and practical implications of the 
study. Additional comments will point to shortcomings and 
weaknesses, and suggest improvements which would be 
helpful to future research in the area under investigation. 
The discussion which will follow may introduce ideas 
which may not be grounded directly in the data at hand, 
but are related to theoretical and methodological concerns.
SUMMARY OF DATA ANALYSIS
The theoretical framework and data analysis 
completed in Chapters 3 and 4 will be briefly re-examined. 
The focus will be twofold; (1) reviewing the theoretical 
guidelines for the study, and (2) providing an overview of 
the major findings without statistical and quantitative 
detail.
The argument for the meaning of community is 
grounded in the notion that it is a socially constructed 
reality. The focus of this research has been residents' 
assessments of their community situations. The attempt 
has been to explore the subjective worlds of residents,
110
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trying to delineate parameters along which cognitive 
realities might be organized. The effects of various 
structural and setting factors upon the evaluative dimen­
sion of definitions of community have been of particular 
interest. Community is treated as a collection of 
cognitive realities which both are affected by and affect 
selected structural components of an individual's living 
circumstances.
In an attempt to clarify cognitive dimensions of 
definitions of the situation, three elements of definitions 
of the situation emerge: factual belief, evaluations, and
relevance. The first two, factual belief and evaluations, 
are the major focus of the research endeavor, whereas, 
relevance is to be addressed later.
Employing an exploratory research strategy, the 
focus of the analysis is on the evaluative responses of 
adults and adolescents from three small rural South 
Louisiana tri-racial communities: Grand Caillou, Dulac,
and Bobtown. It is contended that these communities are 
comprised of a variety of subpopulations which provide a 
basis for divergent experiences and interpretations of 
community related phenomena. A great deal of community 
research effort in the past has aggregated residents along 
such structural dimensions as age, sex, race, etc. for 
matters of convenience instead of theoretical concerns.
In addition, most of the community research efforts of 
this nature often explore only adult perceptions. Very
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little attention is usually given to adolescent perceptions 
of their community and family situation. Age, as a 
structural parameter, is dichotomized in terms of adults 
and adolescents. Furthermore, it is expected that adult 
and adolescent perceptions will diverge along the 
evaluative dimension. As a beginning, the analytical task 
is to examine empirical differences or similarities within 
and between the adult and adolescent responses. Then, as 
circumstances demand, other structural parameters such as 
race, sex, community residence are empirically examined.
A major emphasis in the present study has been upon sub­
populations aggregated along structural parameters.
Age
The data indicate that age does have some impact 
upon the evaluations and perceptions of a number of 
dimensions of community life. The attempt to derive a 
community evaluation scale supports the influence of age 
on perceptions as shown by the results of Appendix F. The 
result of differences in community evaluations across age 
groups is not very startling. Certain dimensions of com­
munity react upon individuals differently. The evaluative 
dimension of community upon which both adults and 
adolescents agree is that of social solidarity. This 
scale is used in the analysis on an aggregate basis, as 
well as between and among subpopulation groups.
Community evaluation. For adults, age seems to
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have a greater impact than other variables when examining 
a resident's perception of social solidarity. But among 
the adolescent sample there are no variables which have 
any significant influence upon social solidarity. With 
these two samples merged, the findings indicate that age 
probably becomes more of a factor in heterogeneous popu­
lations than homogeneous subpopulations.
Within the matched sample there are again no dif­
ferences concerning community evaluation when parents and 
offspring were compared. The results are somewhat dif­
ferent when controlling for race and community residence. 
Nonwhite adolescents rated their community situations much 
more positively than did their parents. In further 
examination, offspring of both white and nonwhite rate 
their assessments of the dimension of social solidarity 
much more positively than do their parents. When the 
results of this study are compared to previous research, 
the findings fail to support the notion that adolescents 
are less satisfied than their adult counterparts toward 
evaluative responses of community.
Family satisfaction. The results of the separate, 
adult, adolescent, and merged samples reveal no major 
differences in assessing present family circumstances when ' 
age is a continuous variable in the total sample. A very 
different picture emerges when the matched sample is 
examined. The findings of the matched sample do not
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support previous research results. The findings indicate 
that the offspring have a substantially more positive view 
than do their parents. This is particularly the case for 
the nonwhite category. Thus, depending upon whether one 
is an adult or an adolescent appears to influence the way 
that one experiences the family situation.
Race
Community evaluation. Within the adult sample 
when race is disaggregated it becomes more important in 
attempting to understand differences in social solidarity 
by racial category. Blacks in the adult sample indicate a 
much lower level of social solidarity when race is 
categorized in three divisions. When the category of 
white and nonwhite are examined there is no statistically 
significant finding in relation to race. In continuing to 
explore for possible differences, the racial differences 
become influential as the number of subpopulations 
increase.
Whites indicate a higher level of social solidarity 
than do nonwhites among both adults and adolescents in the 
matched sample. This is consistent with previous findings 
in this study. But in controlling for race in the 
analysis, community evaluation scores show some differences 
based on age which are inconsistent with past community 
research results. In particular, both white and nonwhite 
offspring have more positive evaluations regarding social
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solidarity than do their parents. This is more pronounced 
among nonwhites. The findings suggest that nonwhite 
adolescents have additional factors of influence outside 
the family which result in views different from that of 
their parents and these factors are beyond the reach of 
this exploratory study.
Family satisfaction. For the adult, adolescent, 
and merged samples the indications are that one's racial 
identity is related to how well one perceives his/her 
family situation. The adult and adolescent samples show 
almost identical scores concerning family satisfaction.
Even though whites and nonwhites in both samples score 
above average on the family satisfaction ladder, whites 
score the higher. When three categories of race are 
examined whites are followed by blacks with Indians having 
the lowest level of family satisfaction.
Similar responses to current family situation are 
found in the matched sample. White parents and their 
children have similar responses to each other. The major 
finding is noted in the difference among nonwhites. The 
children are much more positive than are their parents.
By controlling for race, age becomes an important factor 
among nonwhites in their assessment of family situation. 
These findings are in keeping with historical circum­
stances which reveal that whites have traditionally had 
higher levels of income, better homes, jobs, etc.
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Community Residence
Community evaluation. An examination of all the 
samples fails to reveal any statistically significant dif­
ferences for community evaluation when controlling for 
community residence. The lack of any impact by community 
residence is surprising. Previous community researchers 
have found the opposite. They have concluded that in 
rural settings community residence has a bearing on dif­
ferences between adults and adolescents in perceptions of 
community. A brief view of the data would show that the 
mean scores for residents of Grand Caillou are higher than 
Dulac and Bobtown even though they are not statistically 
significant. This is in keeping with past events in 
the three communities where Grand Caillou has benefited 
more in terms of business, housing, jobs, etc. Thus 
residents' evaluation of community is not influenced by 
where they live as it is by other factors such as age, 
race, etc.
Family satisfaction. The mean scores for both 
adult and adolescent samples reveal that those individuals 
living in Grand Caillou have the highest ratings, Dulac 
next, and Bobtown the lowest. In the matched sample, 
community residence became influential when residence was 
categorized three ways. This finding is more than likely 
an artifact of the method of analyzing the two samples.
The results of the merged sample do suggest some
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differences. When community residence was controlled in 
the merged sample the results were statistically signifi­
cant for Dulac and Grand Caillou. The Dulac finding is 
surprising and inconsistent with the previous results of 
this study, and is probably due to its small sample size. 
While the findings among Grand Caillou family members are 
not surprising (parents and children score above average 
in their assessment) the fact that the offspring scored 
much higher than their parents is surprising. This again 
is not in keeping with past rural research on parents and 
adolescents, suggesting that factors outside the family 
are contributing to such differences. One possibility is 
that family combined with where one resides may account 
for such differences in family assessment.
House Condition
Community evaluation. House condition, as men­
tioned, is relevant only for the adult sample. In the 
empirical search for influences on community evaluative 
definitions house condition has no apparent impact. This 
suggests that as an objective indicator of residents' 
satisfaction with their community its presence in the 
analysis provides little insight into exploring differences 
in evaluative aspects of community.
Family satisfaction. Whereas house condition is 
of no influence in perceptions of social solidarity, the
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reverse is the case for assessments of family circumstance. 
House condition improves the mean scores of racial cate­
gories in their perception of family, particularly for 
white residents.
Sex
Community evaluation. The possible influence of 
sex on the evaluative dimension of community is explored 
only in the adolescent sample. As previously mentioned, 
the adult sample was heavily overrepresented with females 
and thus no comparison was possible in that sample. Even 
though previous research suggests sex is a possible 
influencing factor in perceptions of community, it has no 
influence in this sample. This indicates a shared per­
ception of community regardless of sex among adolescents.
Family satisfaction. The possible importance of 
the impact of sex upon family satisfaction is examined.
Sex differences are observable in that female adolescents 
are more satisfied with their current family situation 
than are males. Both sexes score above average on the 
family satisfaction ladder, but the findings are 
indicative and reflective of problems, pressures, and 
anxieties that males have had to traditionally face in 
these communities regarding family, schools, jobs, etc.
The findings suggest that sex roles may influence com­
munity perceptions, although it is noted here that there
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is insufficient data for a complete analysis of this 
finding.
IMPLICATIONS OF THE STUDY
General Remarks
This section examines some of the theoretical 
and policy implications of the preceding data analysis. 
The two orientations are not necessarily mutually 
exclusive. Results which have theoretical relevance may 
also be valuable in developing practical resolutions in 
the world. Theory, at least at some level, guides 
programs in response to the needs of people in society. 
Attempting to establish the relationship between theory 
and the everyday world is one of the main tasks of 
sociologists. If we are going to attempt to develop 
programs, make decisions, or change systems, it is impor­
tant that we understand how individuals perceive a 
situation. Thus, it is imperative to explore and under­
stand those factors which influence an individual's 
perception of reality and what implication this has for 
the practical world.
Theoretical and Policy Implications
One of the crucial aspects of this study is the 
importance of definitions of community and family circum­
stance. One's definition of the situation is related to 
how individuals approach the "real" world. These
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definitions have been shown to have behavioral and 
affective consequences for individuals. These perceptions 
depend partially upon internal standards against which one 
measures his/her perceptions and in part upon the objec­
tive environment. The implications of these definitions 
for any policy or planning decisions are dependent on, and 
impinge upon, the everyday lives of people.
Researchers agree that individual contentment with 
living environments is an important aspect of the quality 
of life. It has been argued in this study that knowledge 
of objective elements of living circumstances does, not 
lead to an understanding of subjective evaluations of 
residents living in those environments. In order to 
understand the meaning these factors have for individuals 
the focus in this study has been on how individuals define 
their own situations. The notion of structural parameters 
(Blau, 1974) has guided the effort to delineate parameters 
along which cognitive realities might be organized. The 
findings regarding the structural parameters of age and 
race provide support for the notion that communities are 
comprised of a variety of subpopulations with divergent 
bases for experiencing and interpreting community and 
family related phenomena. This lends additional support 
to the multi-dimensional nature of community and solidi­
fies the idea that in fact structural parameters organize 
behavioral interaction patterns.
There are implications in this study for both
R eproduced  with perm ission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without perm ission.
121
defining community and exploring those factors tied to com­
munity. This study has relied on previous conceptualiza­
tions regarding what is involved with community, i.e., the 
boundaries and interactional processes associated with 
community in order to begin the analysis. Then, the 
results of individual definitions are used to verify, 
reject, and guide exploratory questions regarding the 
nature of community. Theory building potentials are sug­
gested, as these definitions support or invalidate previous 
conceptualizations of community.
The focus on resident definitions of community 
situation is itself theoretically important. Effrat (1973) 
suggests that we accept community as possessing many 
dimensions. In doing so it is possible to let the empiri­
cal findings "reveal" the amount of community perceived and 
the factors which are important, to residents. This is con­
sistent with the argument presented in this study that 
evaluative responses vary across certain lines (subpopula­
tions based upon age, race, community residence, etc.).
One important implication for community 
researchers relates to the role of age as a factor along 
which perceptions of community become organized. The 
assertion by Blau (1974) that structural parameters are 
useful tools for understanding which factors influence 
individual perceptions of the structural arena is sup­
ported by the empirical findings in this study. When age 
is examined in the total adult/adolescent sample it does
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not have any great influence because it is treated as an 
incremental variable. But when age is dichotomized (adult- 
adolescent) and treated as a nominal parameter, it becomes 
important in differentiating responses between adults and 
adolescents. Thus, the age structure within a community 
appears to organize those aspects of community life in 
terms of their personal relevance. This substantiates the 
importance of a structural parameter, like age, in under­
lying the differentiation among groups, and its potential 
for governing social interaction. An important implication 
of the influence of age on perceptions is the potential to 
develop community measures which take into account observ­
able structural parameters of community.
Another implication of this study which relates to 
age involves the finding that offspring evaluated their 
community and family circumstances higher than their 
parents. Hough et al. (1969), Polansky (1969), Dealer and
Willits (1961), and Deseran (1975) have noted that 
adolescents tend to be less satisfied than their adult 
counterparts. These efforts, though, compared samples of 
adults and adolescents, whereas, the present study went 
one step further. It includes family as a setting factor 
in order to explore differences or similarities between 
adults and adolescents. The findings fail to support the 
notion that adolescents are less satisfied than their adult 
counterparts.
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The above findings provide additional support to 
the relationship between the evaluative process with social 
settings (Marans and Rodgers, 1975) and the notion of 
relevance argued by Deseran (1978). Setting factors such 
as housing, family, etc. could provide the link from 
evaluation of the situation to the individual's behavior. 
This study provides additional conceptual and empirical 
support.to Andrews and Withey's (1976) contention that the 
first step is to determine relevant aspects of an 
individual's living circumstances, then relate these to 
the notion of community structure. They maintain that 
those aspects nearest an individual in a temporal and 
physical sense are likely to be more salient in his/her 
life. In addition, such aspects are more likely to be an 
integrated part of one's perceived structure of life and 
the world in general.
Community researchers who have studied social 
indicators have had a difficult time conceptually and 
methodologically in dealing with minorities. One 
must be careful and cautious in keeping findings in a 
historical context to insure proper interpretation and 
perspective. In the present study the findings regarding 
race raise some interesting conceptual problems. Racial 
identity in previous research on perceptions of community 
has been suggested as an important variable in exploring 
resident evaluations. The findings of this study have 
once again provided support and nonsupport of previous
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research endeavors.
Another implication of this study, therefore, 
relates to the structural parameter of race. In terms of 
the evaluation of community and family racial identity in 
this study, as in previous research, makes a difference.
As with prior research findings whites tend to evaluate 
these dimensions of life higher than do nonwhites. The 
striking feature of this finding is in the examination of 
subpopulations of adults and adolescents controlling for 
race. Here the findings are not supportive of previous 
research because adolescents tend to evaluate their com­
munities and family situations higher than their adult 
counterparts. This finding is much more pronounced among 
nonwhites. This contradicts previous research (Polansky, 
1969; Battle and Rotter, 1963) which shows that although
there is a difference between adult and adolescent whites, 
the difference is not as sharp as it is among blacks. The 
suggestion in previous community research is that older 
blacks have accommodated to a life situation which younger 
blacks are less willing to accept and less able to find 
satisfying. There have been many attempts through the 
1970’s through the use of social indicator research to 
make comparisons between minorities and the majority. In 
examining the subjective feelings of satisfaction which 
blacks report about their life situations, Hyman (1972:
342) states that it is the meaning the participants confer 
on the circumstances that is critical, the meaning of
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which to analysts is sheer speculation. This point is 
presented not to avoid the problems of interpretation at 
hand, but to justifiably demonstrate where the problems 
are based.
Another implication deals with cognitive dimen­
sions of definitions of the situation, in particular the 
element of relevance (Deseran, 197 8). This aspect is 
emphasized in this study in relation to community resi­
dence. Community residence has been influential in past 
research endeavors in differentiating assessments of 
community among different community residents. It was, at 
best, only modestly related to the evaluation of community 
and family circumstances in this study. The findings show 
little influence by the communities upon the resident's 
perception of social solidarity, whether controlling for 
age, race, or sex. It is important to realize, as pointed 
out previously, that the physical setting (i.e., bayous, 
coastal terrain, etc.) is pervasive in the lives of all 
residents living in the area. The experiences of 
residents in this physical surrounding may contribute to 
minimizing the effects of community boundaries. The 
social experiences of adults and adolescents (i.e., school, 
fishing, hunting, shopping, visiting, etc.) cut across all 
community boundaries and may contribute to the perceived 
notion of a "single" community which, although having 
identifiable neighborhoods, is still physically and 
socially perceived as one community. The physical setting
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may impinge upon all residents to the extent that there is 
little, if any, influence of community identities upon 
evaluations of community and family. The lack of notable 
differences between a resident's perception of a community 
attribute and his or her evaluation of it supports this 
observation. If it is going to be possible to carefully 
test the impact of setting on residents, it would be 
imperative to either select communities from different 
geographical locations and/or communities of different 
socio-cultural environments to test its impact.
The final implication concerns policy matters.
The 1970's have shown a tremendous growth in social 
indicator research. The debate within this phase of 
research is located in the objective versus subjective 
indicator approach. The results of this study demonstrate 
that the level of satisfaction is dependent both upon the 
objective circumstances in which a person finds him/her­
self and upon a set of values, attitudes, and concerns 
that one brings into the situation. This is a supportive 
case for the continued examination and research into sub­
jective indicators, but also suggests that the type of 
community research conducted in this study could offer, as 
Rojek (1975) and others have suggested, a conceptual 
bridge between objective and subjective indicators of 
social reality.
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LIMITATIONS OF THE STUDY 
AND SUGGESTIONS FOR 
FUTURE RESEARCH
Like most research, this study contains certain 
theoretical and potential methodological limitations. 
Obviously the theories and conceptual model employed need 
to consider additional factors in order to account for 
differences or similarities in the evaluations of community 
and family. This is especially the case for certain 
structural parameters which were not explored fully, such 
as, sex, religion, prestige, etc. Most notably, the con­
sideration of income and education need to be more fully 
integrated into the theories and analyses. This is a task 
for future research.
In addition, a further consideration of social 
psychological factors might be added to the theoretical 
explanations of evaluative aspects of community. Factors 
such as, socialization experiences, aspirations, and value 
orientations need to be examined. To a large extent these 
have been ignored and they certainly offer a potential 
avenue for future research.
The first concern of this study is the over­
representation of females in the adult sample. This 
shortcoming negated the possibility of comparative 
analysis within and between the two samples. Thus, a 
potentially important variable, sex, could be employed 
only in a limited manner as far as empirical analysis was
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concerned. The findings may very well be reflective of a 
female oriented viewpoint for the adult sample which is 
valid, but it does not contribute to a comparative 
approach within and between samples when one sample is 
biased in terms of a dichotomous variable. The problem of 
small sample size also developed in the analysis. In an 
attempt to explore the potential influence of certain 
variables such as race and community residence, these were 
divided into three categories; in some cases, a great deal 
of caution was required in interpretation because of the 
possibility of the results being sensitive to extreme 
responses.
A second area of concern is measurement error. 
Specifically, the problem of question ambiguity is a 
potential problem area. As noted earlier, a few portions 
of the adult interview schedule were modified to take into 
account language difficulties. Since many in the adult 
sample did not speak English, some questions may have been 
misinterpreted by a few residents. Although safeguards 
were introduced by having bilingual interviewers, the 
potential for misunderstanding is greater than if all 
respondents spoke the same language.
A third potential problem area was missing data. 
Although the missing data problem in this study is not as 
large as in other studies, a certain amount of missing 
data was uncovered. In the attempt to derive a community 
evaluation scale from a list of twenty-one items, one of
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the items, private schools, had to be removed because of 
the large number of no responses simply because there were 
no private schools in the area. Future researchers, if 
they intend on using items previous researchers have 
employed, would be reminded to modify, delete, or add to 
items, depending upon the community under examination.
There was also a problem of obtaining data for income.
For perhaps justifiable reasons, adult subjects were more 
reluctant to reveal income information than other informa­
tion. In addition, there is the related problem of 
subject bias and lack of knowledge with respect to the 
accuracy of the income data. Thus another potentially 
useful variable was omitted from the analysis.
Despite the theoretical limitations and the 
potential methodological problems, it is believed that 
this study makes a positive contribution to the explora­
tion, examination, and understanding of resident 
evaluations concerning dimensions of their community and 
family situations. It is hoped that similar studies will 
be conducted drawing upon the strengths of this study and 
overcoming the weaknesses in an attempt to further under­
stand the process of how residents evaluate their com­
munities and family circumstances.
RECOMMENDATIONS
The present study of adults and adolescents should 
be considered as part of a continuing development of
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community satisfaction research in rural communities. It 
should be remembered that this research was not designed 
to provide "solutions" to problems facing residents. 
Sociologists, and particularly community researchers, have 
a very difficult job as outsiders in studying a community 
and then recommending change(s). The author is extremely 
reluctant to recommend how to "improve" the lives of these 
residents based upon spending portions of two summers 
combined with other visits to the communities and then 
examining some research findings.
In light of. the research findings some challenging 
questions are posed in relation to specific recommenda­
tions regarding the communities. Some examples are as 
follows: Should change be aimed at one or more subpopula­
tions? What about different programs for adults and 
adolescents in these communities? What should be enhanced, 
protected, or changed in these communities? The researcher 
feels a responsibility in attempting to answer these 
questions in light of improving the quality of life 
through policy programs among the residents of these com­
munities or for people in similar settings. An effort 
will be made to answer the last and most difficult 
question first.
This author is convinced that as far as these com­
munities and the people who live there are concerned, 
there is a temptation to recommend no changes at all.
Protect and enhance the natural physical setting; do not
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blight it with continued industrialization. Leave the 
lives of these people alone; for over the last hundred or 
so years their lives, language, and culture have been 
directed, changed, and destroyed by outsiders. This, of 
course, has been documented primarily for Indians and 
blacks.. Thus, there is a temptation to say. Has there not 
been enough? But from a humanistic perspective there is a 
great personal concern for these minority groups in terms 
of making a few recommendations which might enhance the 
quality of life.
The subpopulations which this author would target 
for special consideration are the Indians and blacks. The 
area of housing for these groups needs to be addressed.
The findings did indicate a more positive evaluation of 
community and family among those white residents living in 
better houses. Therefore, it is recommended that housing 
improvement programs, loans, and the individual purchase of 
home sites should be provided for minority members by 
state and federal agencies. These efforts would benefit 
the residents in at least two ways, objectively, with 
better living conditions, and subjectively, in terms of a 
more positive perception of their lives.
The second recommendation addresses the finding 
that there are differential perceptions among adults and 
adolescents. The author would not recommend developing 
differential programs for the two groups, but would con­
centrate on developing area related jobs for adolescents.
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There is little outmigration among young people in these 
communities, so in order to maintain economic stability 
for the future it would be recommended that a concerted 
effort be made toward improving job opportunities for the 
youth, particularly minority youth. Based on the positive 
responses of adolescents the researcher does not think a 
large number of programs oriented to make young people 
"happier" or "give them something to do" is necessary.
The last recommendations address future reserach 
concerns. There have been too few national samples of 
rural communities which take into account minority sub­
populations. From the findings of this research endeavor, 
it is quite unbelievable that so little research has been 
conducted on the values possessed by differing subpopula­
tions in rural communities. It is extremely important 
that in making policy recommendations personal values are 
avoided in stating what one thinks is best for others who 
may not share in these values.
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LOUISIANA STATE UNIVERSITY 
AND AGRICULTURAL AND MECHANICAL COLLEGE
Baton Rouge, Louisiana 7 0803 
Louisiana Agricultural Experiment Station 
Department of Rural Sociology Research
November 17, 1976
Dear Parent or Guardian,
This letter is to secure permission for us to survey 
your son or daughter at his or her school. The interview 
will be conducted on December 2 and 3, 1976. Your son or 
daughter has been selected as part of a sample from the 
total student population of junior and senior high students 
to participate in this survey.
This survey is in connection with a larger ongoing 
project funded by Title V federal support in Terrebonne 
and Lafourche parishes. The project is being carried out 
under the direction of Forrest A. Deseran from LSU. The 
focus is upon citizen perceptions of community, including 
such aspects as housing, services, and environment. The 
student interviews will allow the project to gain an 
important aspect of community which is often ignored in 
research, that is, the perceptions of younger citizens.
The experiences in Terrebonne Parish to date have 
indicated that people are very friendly and are proud of 
their communities. We ask your cooperation in continuing 
our project. Thank you very much for your time and 
consideration and approval. Please indicate your approval 
or non-approval below.
_____I approve of my son/daughter being interviewed.




Forrest A. Deseran 
Assistant Professor
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IN T R O D U C T IO N
This set of questions is part of a study of com­
munities in Terrebonne and Lafourche Parishes. The purpose 
of this study is to learn more about what people think of 
this area and their ideas on some important issues unique 
to this area.
Results of this study will be used as the basis for 
subsequent research programs. Your answers will be held in 
strict confidence. You do not have to answer any question 
you do not want to answer. However, we hope that you will 
cooperate to make this a worthwhile endeavor by answering 
all the questions as frankly and honestly as possible.





























First I would like to ask some questions about the people in this household^
Persons in House­
hold by Relation­



























Which of the above is the person being interviewed?
^Include as members of the household all persons living in the household with the 
family at the time of interview and taking part in household activities (sleeping and 
eating) during the last three months. (These persons need not be related by blood to 
the family head.) Include persons such as students for whom this is normally their 
residence but who have been away temporarily.
U1
155
Instructions : Place the proper number in the blank which 
describes each member of the household's 
work status.
Current Work Status
1 - represents head of household
2 - represents homemaker
3, 4, etc. - represents members from previous page
Employed full-time 
' Self employed






  Unemployed (looking for work)
  Unemployed (not looking for work)
  Disability (permanent)
  Disability (limited)
  Retired (no disability)
  Retired (disability)
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B. RESIDENTIAL HISTORY
1. How do you identify your place of residence?
(i.e., what name do you give when someone asks 
where you live?)._________________________________
2. How long out of the year do you live in the parish?
Birthplace of the respondent? Town_ 
State/Country______________________
If you were not born in or very near this com­
munity, in what year did you move here? ____
If you were not born here, indicate the main 
reason WHY you moved here: ________________
6. Would you like to move from your present location?
NO YES Undecided
7. Why or why not?
8. (If answer is Yes to Question 6) Where would you 
like to move to?
Community City Parish(County) State
9. Where will you probably really be living 10 years 
from now?
_____In or very near this community
_____Elsewhere (specify)_________________________
LEVEL OF LIVING
Next I would like to know about the conveniences you 
have in your home. Which of the following items do you 
own or receive (or if a rented home or apartment are 
furnished for the respondent's use).
CHECK ITEMS OWNED OR RECEIVED
MATERIAL POSSESSIONS ITEMS
a.  Automobile c.  Boat, commercial
b.  Truck d.  Boat, pleasure
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q- Color TV set




refrigerator t. Vacuum cleaner
j • Freezer u. Washing machine




machine X. Central heating




a. Radio g- Magazine for women
b . Television h. Other weekly or moi
magazines
c . Daily newspaper
1. Trade papers
d. Weekly newspaper
] • Telephonee . Monthly news­
letter k. CB radio/Ham radio
f. Farm or trade
magazine
D. PARTICIPATION IN ORGANIZATIONS
Now I would like to ask about the groups and organiza­
tions that you and your wife/husband participate in or 
have participated in during the last 12 months.
GO DOWN THE LIST OF ORGANIZATIONS AND ASK IF 
HOMEMAKER AND/OR HEAD ATTEND ANY ORGANIZATIONS 
OF THAT TYPE. IF EITHER BELONGS TO AN ORGANIZA­
TION, LIST AND CHECK THE CHARACTERISTICS OF THEIR
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ATTENDANCE THAT APPLY. 
Do you attend:
1. Farm or Commercial Fishing Organizations
2. Extension Organizations
3. Civic clubs
4 . Patriotic groups
5. Fraternal orders
6. Labor unions
7. Parent Teacher Association (PTA)
8. Church
9 . Sunday School
10. Other church organizations
11. Others
Type of organiza­
tion (use number 
from list).Sepa­




















E. PARTICIPATION IN LEISURE-TIME ACTIVITIES
1. What activity takes up most of your leisure-time 
(i.e., spare time)?_____________________________
2 . How often do you participate in this activity?
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F. GOALS AND LIVING CONDITIONS
Here is a picture of a ladder. Suppose we say that 
the top of the ladder, #10 (pointing), represents the 
best possible life for your family and the bottom,
#1 (pointing), represents the worst possible life for 
your family.
a. Where on the ladder # (moving finger rapidly up 
and down ladder) do you feel your family stands 
at the present time?___________ step number
b. Where on the ladder would you say you and your
family stood about 5 years ago?___________  step
number
c. Where on the ladder would you say you and your 
family will stand about 5 years from now?
___________ step number
G. GENERAL OPINIONS
SCREENING QUESTION: HAVE YOU LIVED IN THE PARISH MOST
OF THE LAST 10 YEARS? IF RESPONDENT ANSWERS NO, GO TO 
SECTION H.  YES ______N0
I have two general questions about the standard 
of living by which I mean the degree of satis­
faction with all parts of community life.
1. In general, would you say that the standard of
living for most people in this community has :
a. improved a great deal
b. improved a little
c. remained the same
d. gotten a little worse
e. gotten much worse
2. If there have been changes in the community, what 
has caused them?
Now I would like to ask you about some specific 
situations.
HOW WOULD YOU EVALUATE EACH OF THE FOLLOWING 
ITEMS REGARDING YOUR COMMUNITY?
Very good - 5 Poor - 2
Good - 4 Very poor - 1
Fair - 3 No response - 9





3. Quality of parish government (more or 
less, honest, efficient, progressive, etc.).
4. Quality of public schools.
5. Quality of private schools.
6. Opportunities for education and training 
beyond high school for people in the area.
7. Quality of medical care and health service.
8. Law enforcement.
9. Obedience to the laws by adult citizens.
10. Obedience to the laws by school age residents
(under 20) .
11. Quality of the roads and the transportation 
system.
12. Job opportunities for area residents,
13. Real income (considering both earnings and 
prices people have to pay).
14. Quality of churches and religion.
15. Recreational opportunities for everyone.
16. Public utilities (water, gas, electricity, 
sewage, and waste disposal).
17. Quality of physical environment (air, water, 
soil, and forests).
18. Provision of good housing (building of public 
housing, subsidized housing for low-moderate 
income people, requiring repair or condemna­
tion of substandard housing, etc.).
19. The "pride" in this community (community 
spirit)
20. Level of friendliness
21. Degree of helpfulness of others
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22. Shopping facilities _____
23. Agreement on community issues _____
What do you like best about living in ____________
(refer to what respondent has indicated as place of 
residence).
What do you like least about living here? (i.e., the 
major problems that require change)
H. HOME CHARACTERISTICS
1. Do you own your home or pay cash rent or other 
kinds of rent?
_____a. Own our home (with or without mortgage;
including farm if farm and home are a 
unit)
b. Pay cash rent (including farm if farm and 
home are a unit)
_c. Pay other kind of rent (services, goods, 
no rent, etc. including farm if farm and 
home are a unit)
d. No response
2. How many rooms (excluding bathrooms and halls) do 
you have in the house or apartment?______________
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Would you move if a better dwelling were provided? 
  No
  Yes, but only in this community
  Yes, elsewhere in parish
  Yes, elsewhere in state
  Yes, elsewhere in surrounding states
I. SOURCES OF INCOME
What is (are) the'main source(s) of your family's 
income? (Do you or your wife/husband get any 
income from the following sources? If more than 1 
source, specify major source with a 1, second 
most income source with a 2, etc,)
  a. salary or wages from employment or work
(wife or husband)
_____ b. profits from operating a business,
fishing, or profession
_____ c. government welfare (food stamps, Aid to
Dependent Children)
_____ d. social security
  e. other (specify)_____________________
Which of these income groups represents your total 
combined family income during the year 1975? This 
includes income from all sources.
(Instructions: It would be best to first
find the range of income— Under $5,000; 
$5,000-$10,000; $10,000-$15,000, etc. 
then attempt to specify the yearly income).






















$20,000 or more 
(How much
J. MEDICAL CARE
The following questions are focused on health and 
medical services.
1. Do you and your family have medical insurance 
(hospitalization)?
_____Yes  No  No response
2. (If above answer is No, ASK) How do you pay for 
family medical bills?
3. Do you have a personal family doctor?
_____Yes _____No
4. Do you have your own transportation to get to a 
doctor or dentist?
_____Yes _____No  No response
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5. (If above answer is No, ASK) How do you get to the 
doctor? __________________________________________
6, How many times in the last year did you and 
members of your family visit the doctor?
7. Have there been times in the last year when
members of your family needed to see a doctor and 
were unable to?
_____Yes  No  No response
8. (If above answer is Yes, ASX) Why not?
If you had any children, what place were they 
born? (Instructions: Place the number of
children born at each place in the blank provided)
Home with no midwife 
Home with midwife 
Hospital with a doctor 
Other (specify________
K. ORGANIZATIONAL SERVICES
1. To the best of your knowledge, what agencies, 
organizations, or other official bodies are 
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2. (If respondent did not mention the Methodist 
Center, ASK) Are you aware of any services or 








L. DEMOGRAPHIC DATA 
Schedule Number 
Interviewer Date









( ) Small town
( ) Urban
TYPE OF RESIDENCE
( ) Black ( ) White
( ) Indian ( ) Other









( ) Mobile home
( ) House (single family)
( ) House (multi family)
( ) Apartment (multi family)
TYPE OF ROAD
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INTRODUCTION
This set of questions is part of a study of com­
munities in Terrebonne and Lafourche Parishes. The purpose 
of this study is to learn more about what people think of 
this area and their ideas on some important issues unique 
to this area.
Results of this study will be used as the basis 
for subsequent research programs. Your answers will be 
held in strict confidence. You do not have to answer any 
questions you do not want to answer. However, we hope that 
you will cooperate to make this a worthwhile endeavor by 
answering all the questions as frankly and honestly as 
possible.



























First I would like to ask some questions about the people in your household* 





















*Include as members of the household all persons living in the household with the 
family at the time of interview and taking part in household activities (sleeping and 
eating) during the last three months. (These persons need not be related by blood to 
the family head). Include persons such as students for whom this is normally their 
residence but who have been away temporarily. '-Io
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Instructions : Place the proper number in the blank which 












Not employed presently 
 School
 Unemployed (looking for work)
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B. RESIDENTIAL HISTORY
1. How do you identify your place of residence?
(i.e., what name do you give when someone asks 
you where you live?)._____________________________
2. How long out of the year do you live in the 
parish? ______________________________________
3. Birthplace of the respondent: Town___________
State/Country______________________
4. If you were not born in or very near this com­
munity, in what year did you move here? ______
5. Would you like to move from your present 
location?
No Yes Undecided
Why or why not?
7. (If answer is YES to Question 6) Where would you 
like to move to?
C o m m u n i t y C i t y P a r i s h ( C o u n t y ) S t a t e
8. Where will you probably really be living 10 years 
from now?
In or very near this community 
Elsewhere (specify)___________
LEVEL OF LIVING
Next I would like to know about the conveniences you 
have in your home. Which of the following items do 
you own or receive (or if a rented home or apartment 
are furnished for the respondent's use).
CHECK ITEMS OWNED OR RECEIVED
MATERIAL POSSESSIONS ITEMS
a.  Automobile d. ____Boat, pleasure
b.  Truck e. ____Gas or electric range
c.  Boat, commercial f.  Piped water
R eproduced  with perm ission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without perm ission.
173
g- Hot water heater p. Air conditioner
h. Electricity q- Color TV set
i. Mechanical r . B/W TV set
refrigerator
s. Kitchen sink
j • Freezer t. Vacuum cleaner
k. Automatic dish­
washer u. Washing machine




toilet X. Central heating
n. Septic tank y- Space (gas) heater

























D. LEISURE-TIME ACTIVITIES AND ENVIRONMENT
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2. How often do you participate in activity "a"?
3. How often do you participate in activity "b"?
4. How often do you participate in activity "c"?
5. How often do you participate in activity "d"?






Recently people have become increasingly concerned 
with aspects of the environment such as littering, 
air pollution, water quality and deterioration, 
and the destruction of wildlife habitats. Which 
of the below listed activities have you personally 
been engaged in during the past year?
 a. Personally picked up trash in a public
place.
 b . Used recycled products.
_c. Reduced your own consumptive habits (e.g., 
walk rather than drive).
_d. Actively protested, picketed or boycotted 
companies polluting the environment.
_e. Joined environmental or wildlife protective 
organizations.
f. Discussed environmental issues with friends.
On a scale from one to ten, rate your personal 











99 = No response
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EDUCATION AND WORK ASPIRATIONS







2. If you were completely free to choose any job, 
what would you desire most as a lifetime job? (In 
answering this question give an exact job. For 
example, do not say "work on the railroad" but 
tell us what railroad job you would like to have).
3. (a) Sometimes we are not always able to do what we
want most. What kind of job do you really 
expect to have most of your life? Please give 
an exact job.
(b) How certain are you that this is the job you 
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4. If you could have as much schooling as you
desired, which of the following would you do?
 1. Quit school right now.
_____2. Complete high school.
 3. Complete a business, commercial,
electronics, or some other technical 
program after finishing high school.
 4. Graduate from a junior college (2 years)
 5. Graduate from a college or university.
_____6. Complete additional studies after
graduating from a college or university. 
 7. Other (specify)_________________________
What do you really expect to do about your
education?
 1. Quit school right now.
_____2. Complete high school.
_____3. Complete a business, electronics, or some
other technical program after finishing 
high school.
 4. Graduate from a junior college (2 years).
_____5. Graduate from a college or university.
_____6. Complete additional studies after
graduating from a college or university.
 7. Other (specify)__________________________
6. How many of your friends have dropped out or are 
planning to drop out of school in the near future?
_____1. Quite a few (5 or more)
_____2. A few
 3. Very few
4. None
7. tVhat is the primary reason if any of your friends 
have or will drop school?
If you indicated you are planning to drop out of 
school before graduating from high school, what is 
the primary reason?
R eproduced  with perm ission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without perm ission.
177
9. If you are planning to finish high school, what is 
your primary reason?
F. GOALS AND LIVING CONDITIONS
Here is a picture of a ladder. Suppose we say that 
the top of the ladder #10 (pointing) represents the 
best possible life for your family and the bottom #1 
(pointing) represents the worst possible life for your 
family.
1. Where on the ladder # (moving finger rapidly up 
and down ladder) do you feel your family stands at 
the present time? __________step number
2. Where on the ladder would you say you and your
family stood about 5 years ago? ________step
number
3. Where on the ladder would you say you and your 
family will stand about 5 years from now?
 step number
G. GENERAL OPINIONS
SCREENING QUESTION: HAVE YOU LIVED IN THE PARISH MOST




I have two general questions about the standard 
of living by which I mean the degree of 
satisfaction with all parts of community life.
1. In general, would you say that the standard of 
living for most people in this community has?
_____a. improved a great deal
 b. improved a little
 c. remained the same
 d. gotten a little worse
_____e. gotten much worse
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2. If there have been changes in the community, what 
has caused them?
H. COMMUNITY PERCEPTIONS
Now I would like to ask you about some specific
situations. HOW WOULD YOU EVALUATE EACH OF THE FOL­
LOWING ITEMS REGARDING YOUR COMMUNITY?








3. Quality of parish government (more or__________
less, honest, efficient, progressive,
etc.).
4. Quality of public schools.________________ _____
5. Quality of private schools. _____
6. Opportunities for education and training _____
beyond high school for people in the area.
7. Quality of medical care and health _____
service.
8. Law enforcement. _____
9. Obedience to the laws by adult citizens. _____
10. Obedience to the laws by school age _____
residents (under 20).
11. Quality of the roads and the transporta- _____
tion system.
12. Job opportunities for area residents. _____
13. Real income (considering both earnings _____
and prices people have to pay).
14. Quality of churches and religion. _____
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15. Recreational opportunities for 
everyone.
16. Public utilities (water, gas, electricity, 
sewage, and waste disposal).
17. Quality of physical environment (air, 
water, soil, and forests).
18. Provision of good housing (building of 
public housing, subsidized housing for 
low-moderate income people, requiring 
repair or condemnation of substandard 
housing, etc.).
19. The "pride" in this community (community 
spirit).
20. Level of friendliness.
21. Degree of helpfulness of others.
22. Shopping facilities.
23. Agreement on community issues.
I. What do you like best about living in
(refer to what respondent has indicated as place 
of residence).
II. What do you like least about living here? (i.e., 
the major problems that require change)
HOME CHARACTERISTICS
1. Do your parents or guardians own their home or pay 
cash rent or other kinds of rent?
 a. Own our home and the property on which the
house stands.
 b. Own our home but lease the land.
 c. Own our home but not the land and do not
pay anyone for the land.
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_d. Pay cash rent (including farm if farm and 
home are a unit).
_e. Pay other kind of rent (services, goods, no 
rent, etc., including farm if home and farm 
are a unit).
_f. Other (specify)_^ ___________
g. No response
How many rooms (excluding bathrooms and halls) do 
you have in the house or apartment?______________
In general, how satisfied are you with your home?
 5 Very satisfied •
 4 Satisfied
 3 Relatively neutral
 2 Dissatisfied
 1 Very dissatisfied
Do you think your family would move if a better 
dwelling were provided?
_____No
_____Yes, but only in this community
_____Yes, elsewhere in parish
_____Yes, elsewhere in state
_____Yes, elsewhere in surrounding states
INCOME —  To the best of your knowledge, what is the 
total combined family income in 197 5?
(Instructions : It would be best to first find
the range of income— Under $5,000; $5,000- 
$1,000; $10,000-$15,000, etc. then attempt to 
specify the yearly income).
$0-999
$1,000-1,999 




















$20,000 or more 
(How much
J . MEDICAL CARE
The following questions are focused on health and 
medical services.
1. Does your family have a personal family doctor?
_____Yes  No  No response
2. Does your family have its own transportation to 
get to a doctor or dentist?
Yes No No response
(If above answer is no) How do you get to the 
doctor?_______________________________________
How many times in the last year did you and your 
family visit the doctor?_______________________
Have there been times in the last year when 
members of your family needed to see a doctor and 
were unable to?
_____Yes  No  No response
(If above answer is Yes) ï'Jhy not?
J. DEMOGRAPHIC DATA 
Schedule Number
Interviewer Date Time
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( ) Small town
( ) Urban
TYPE OF RESIDENCE
( ) Mobile home
( ) House (single family)
( ) House (multi family)
( ) Apartment (multi family)
TYPE OF ROAD













( ) Other (specify)_________
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Appendix E
ITEMS ON QUESTIONNAIRE 
FOR SCALE
Now I would like to ask you about some specific situations 
HOW WOULD YOU EVALUATE EACH OF THE FOLLOWING ITEMS 
REGARDING YOUR COMMUNITY?





9 . No response
Rating of Current 
Situation
3. Quality of parish government (more
or less, honest, efficient, progressive, 
etc.).
4. Quality of public schools.
5. Quality of private schools.
6. Opportunities for education and 
training beyond high school for people 
in the area.
7. Quality of medical care and health service.
8. Law enforcement.
9. Obedience to the laws by adult citizens.
10- Obedience to the laws by school age
residents (under 20).
11. Quality of the roads and the transporta­
tion system.
12. Job opportunities for area residents.
13. Real income (considering both earnings 
and prices people have to pay).
133
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14. Quality of churches and religion. _____
15. Recreational opportunities for everyone. _____
16. Public utilities (water, gas, _____
electricity, sewage, and waste 
disposal).
17. Quality of physical environment (air, _____
water, soil, and forests).
18. Provision of good housing (building of _____
public housing, subsidized housing 
for low-moderate income people, 
requiring repair or condemnation of 
substandard housing, etc.).
19. The "pride" in this community
(community spirit).
20. Level of friendliness.____________________ _____
21. Degree of helpfulness of others. _____
22. Shopping facilities. _____
23. Agreement on community issues. _____
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STRATEGY FOR THE DERIVATION A2JD EXAMINATION 
OF THE COMMUNITY EVALUATION SCALE(S)
As stated, there have been numerous problems en­
countered in the development of community satisfaction 
(and other) scales (Johnson and Knop, 1970; Campbell, 
1972; Marans and Rodgers, 1975; Dillman and Tremblay, 
1977). Community satisfaction scales are typically con­
structed using the entire sampled population as a base. 
However, there is some reason to suspect that perceptions 
of and experiences with community settings may vary along 
structural lines (Marans and Rodgers, 1975; Campbell 
et al., 1976; Deseran, 1978; Hough, Summers, O'Meara, 
1979). That is, one could hypothesize that community 
satisfaction scales constructed from structural sub­
components of sampled populations would yield different 
results. To explore this possibility scale items are 
subjected to factor analysis along two major structural 
dimensions: age status and community of residence.*
The preparation of a correlation matrix for the 
data has been conducted and reported in previous papers 
fOeseran and Stokley, 1977, 1978). This has led to the 
second step in the factor analysis procedure of exploring 
the data reduction possibilities by the extraction of 
initial factors which are independent of each other. This 
is accomplished by principal component analysis in the
185
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In order to determine if perceptions of community 
items are similar or dissimilar, the following strategy is 
to be implemented. The results of the factor analysis of 
the total population (adults/adolescents) are to be 
reported and examined. Once the factor patterns of the 
total sample are discerned these patterns will serve as a 
base to compare the results of the factor patterns of each 
subpopulation. Each subpopulation factor analysis is to 
appear in table form; but instead of discussing each of 
the tables separately, a summary table will be constructed. 
The summary table will allow comparison of each subpopula­
tion factor patterns with that of the total population 
factor patterns. This should show areas of convergence 
and divergence of scales. This strategy should provide 
conceptual and methodological clarification of the scale(s) 
to be selected for further analysis.
factoring procedure for this paper. The initial factors 
which are extracted are thus defined and independent from 
one another; that is, orthogonal. Principal component 
analysis allows the transforming of a given set of 
variables into a new set of variables which are uncorre­
lated to each other. Thus no particular assumption about 
the underlying structure of the variables is required 
(Kim, 1975:470), the components are simply presented in the 
order of preference or strength of statistical explanation. 
The third and final step is the choice of the rotation of 
factors into terminal factors. The major option available 
is to choose between an orthogonal or oblique rotation 
method. Kim (1975) argues that there is no compelling 
reason to favor one over the other; therefore, an 
orthogonal rotation is employed based upon the theoretical 
and practical needs of this research.
R eproduced  with perm ission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without perm ission.
187
RESULTS
Factor Analysis of the Total
Population (Adults/Adolescents)
Table I shows the results of the principal com­
ponent factor analysis and varimax rotation procedure with 
the total population of both samples.* Four patterns are 
delineated from items which loaded 0.5500 or higher.**
Table I about here
As Table I reveals, the first set of five items 
includes parish government, medical care, housing, 
shopping facilities, agreement on issues. This factor is 
somewhat difficult to conceptualize, but since three of 
the four items which are to comprise this scale related to 
availability of services (medical care, housing, and 
shopping facilities), the label of community services will 
be applied. The item, parish government, is to be 
eliminated from this scale because of its high loading in 
the second factor pattern. It is not clear from the 
factoring procedure where this item should be included; 
therefore, it is to be omitted from this scale.
The items in the first factor pattern are
*Because of the large number of no responses in 
both samples regarding the item, private schools, it was 
removed from the analysis. Thus only twenty items are 
included.
**Since the decision for choosing a cut-off point 
is an arbitrary matter, it is argued that the higher the 
delineation the more conceptually clear the scale.










Table I. Community Evaluation Scale with Factor Loadings Using Varimax Rotation



















ITEM FACTOR 1 FACTOR 2 FACTOR 3 FACTOR 4
Parish Government .57983* .50566 .00600 .05261
Public Schools .25853 .41008 .04001 .29759
Higher Education .54226 .09505 .22984 ,36084
Medical Care .66890* .15416 .16487 .32032
Law Enforcement .41080 .64307* .08822 .12762
Law Obedience (Adults) -.11388 .57166* .38592 .26264
Law Obedience (Youth) .07547 .67357* .32416 .04783
Roads & Transportation .51189 .26418 .05729 .32353
Job Opportunities .24603 .01882 .20127 .53480
Real Income .14589 .13122 .06831 .55330*
Churches/Religion .19669 -.05056 .37196 .57177*
Recreation .35255 .15183 .04466 .53359*
Public Utilities .18568 .28351 .05249 .61990*
Physical Environment .04437 .50903 .06760 .50190
Housing .59737* -.10280 .22289 .26879
Community Pride .31371 .22222 .59787* .03434
Friendliness .13201 .22372 .70728* .24462
Helpfulness .26690 .09918 .72533* .13168
Shopping Facilities .66484* .04630 .21631 .30615







reflective of the procurement of goods and services within 
the communities. The items reflect the extent to which 
consumer goods are available (shopping facilities), whether 
or not professional services are available (medical care), 
the availability of major consumer goods (housing), and 
the assessment of agreement of community issues which could 
be related to these service providing agencies. These are 
essential collective services to the residents of the 
locality. These services may or may not be perceived 
similarly by different community residents and age groups;
Factor two shows three items loading fairly high 
on concerns relating to law enforcement and obedience.
The nature of this dimension is somewhat easier to con­
ceptualize in terms of "social control." These items 
appear to signal that a certain aspect of the communities, 
obedience to norms, is perceived by the residents as 
establishing a social climate of safety. This factor 
pattern seems to touch on the extent to which residents 
see themselves and others as willing to work toward order 
in their communities. Apparently the sense of safety in 
terms of person and property are regarded highly. In 
terms of perceived adherence to norms by all groups, 
residents indicate that there is a strong sense of social 
control among the citizens. Whether or not this holds for 
all subgroups remains to be observed.
Factor three reveals again three items which 
combine for the highest loadings for a pattern; community
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pride, friendliness, and helpfulness. The third dimension 
is related to the aspects of "social solidarity" which 
will serve as its label. The perception of sociability 
within the community as revealed by these factor loadings 
could indicate the extent to which ties of particular types 
are formed among residents of the area if examined by age 
and community residence. It seems quite clear that the 
respondents in the total population perceive a high level 
of integration as far as sociability is concerned. This 
pattern seems to indicate an affective involvement among 
the community residents in terms of pride, openness in 
relation to friendship, and a sense of mutual aid and 
responsibility by helping each other. The sociability is 
but a reflection of the total solidarity of the community 
residents (Rossi, 1972). The extent to which the residents 
of the area consider themselves to be members of some 
social group either identical with the locality in some 
way or some subgroup witnin that locality can be determined 
by comparing factor patterns of the total population with 
that of subpopulations. These items in this pattern 
reflect to some degree the extent to which residents 
identify themselves in some essential sense as sharing the 
same social characteristics.
The fourth factor pattern to emerge includes four 
items loading at 0.5500 or higher: real income, public
utilities, churches/religion, and recreation. The nature 
of this dimension is more difficult to determine; for
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present purposes we can divide the items into two areas.
The items of real income and public utilities relate to 
economic type factors while churches/religion and 
recreation deal with social opportunities. The economic 
type factors relate again to considerations of market 
relations as the items reflect amount of money earned in 
the community as well as dealing with the delivery of a 
service which has a retail outlet through residents as 
consumers. In attempting to account for the loadings on 
churches/religion and recreation reliance on personal ob­
servation in the area helps to interpret such loadings. 
Churches and recreation both serve community residents as 
opportunities for social interaction. Recreation in these 
communities for men involves the environment in terms of 
hunting, fishing, trapping, etc. , whereas for women 
visitation, churches, etc. provide those similar oppor­
tunities. Whether this factor pattern reflects a bias in 
the adult sample remains to be noted.
Factor Analysis of Subpopulations;
Age and Community Residence
Tables II - X show the results of principal com­
ponent factor analysis and varimax rotation procedure for 
each of the subpopulations previously designated. Again 
only those items loading at 0.5500 or higher indicate a 
pattern. The tables are not discussed individually. The 
factor patterns derived from the total population are to be 
compared item wise with the various factor patterns of the
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subpopulations. This will help to determine which scale(s) 
may be the best for additional analysis purposes.
Tables II - X about here
"Best Fit" Factor Patterns for Population 
and Subpopulations by Age and Community 
Residence
Table XI shows the results of a summary table which 
is based upon the factor patterns derived from the total 
population. Each of the subpopulation results of factor 
analysis were inspected and indications were made con­
cerning how the patterns diverge or converge with the total 
population. The first column reports those items which 
factored for the combined sample (an asterisk is placed 
beside each item) and their total. The other columns 
represent each of the subpopulation results; an asterisk 
appears for each congruent item that loads. An important 
part of this table is the "total number of items" in the 
factor row. This is an indication of the number of items 
in the factor pattern that is being "fitted" to the base­
line factor pattern. Therefore, if Factor 2 has three 
original items, and a subpopulation (Grand Caillou Adults) 
factor pattern includes these three items but has an 
additional item in the same pattern, a four is entered in 
the row. This is an indication that, although including 
all original items, the pattern is not congruent with the 
original.
Table XI about here
































ITEM FACTOR 1 FACTOR 2 FACTOR 3 FACTOR 4 FACTOR 5 FACTOR 6
Parish Government .06179 .16417 .12584 . 69490* .05017 .32906
Public Schools .11429 .14057 .11633 .75521* .06508 -.12357
Higher Education .20577 .03831 .16751 .51013* .47339 .16706
Medical Care .11207 .10790 .09276 .45778 .55044* .30499
Law Enforcement .12742 .58791* .08462 . 37317 -.02161 .23506
Law Obedience (Adults) .25421 .73111 .21892 .08370 .08331 -.04498
Law Obedience (Youth) -.03112 . 81287* .10450 .07902 .02598 -.00718
Roads & Transportation .33209 .20502 .01298 .34859 .31279 .29540
Job Opportunities .05945 -.01550 .32427 .14958 .63864* -.17799
Real Income .23867 .27781 -.02503 -.06029 . 65098* -.01618
Churches/Religion .41622 -.04781 .39452 .16808 .29743 .17777
Recreation .62428* .10362 .14661 .16725 .21227 .22217
Public Utilities .65177* -.13120 .28015 .37286 .01945 -.06760
Physical Environment .77253* . 31072 -.01538 -.06290 .03495 -.04515
Housing -.03177 -.13442 .13720 .03857 .67190* .22774
Community Pride -.03315 .22509 .68570* .20508 -.00544 .18457
Friendliness .23792 .17422 .67865* .18999 .23994 .06913
Helpfulness .14505 .08487 .75340* -.03442 .19423 .21430
Shopping Facilities .20999 -.04354 .19645 .13843 .37698 .66 854 *
























Table III. Community Evaluation Scale with Factor Loadings Using Varimax Rotation
for Adults in Dulac
ITEM FACTOR 1 FACTOR 2 FACTOR 3 FACTOR 4 FACTOR 5 FACTOR 6
Parish Government .10171 .64671* .28110 .37120 .16841 .01371
Public Schools .04504 .61165* .10737 .23006 .14762 .27426
Higher Education .52597 .01343 .32424 .53207 -.12972 .26621
Medical Care .43297 .25063 .09747 .66591* -.03736 .14654
Law Enforcement .00072 .80052* -.10948 -.17868 .08378 -.15694
Law Obedience (Adults) -.13591 .20875 . 1 3 8 2 3 .60841* .14483 -.47557
Law Obedience (Youth) -.05197 -.11834 .04691 -.09659 -.14404 -.84025*
Roads & Transportation -.00494 .12700 .07889 . 88823* .08845 .14594
Job Opportunities .47241 .21140 .11105 .04792 -.21204 .55168*
Real Income .06406 . 38456 -.60095* .38091 .18478 .05450
Churches/Religion .59193* .02539 - 37302 .31163 .24358 . 32638
Recreation .86476* .03670 .04957 .07869 .16527 -.03854
Public Utilities .14011 -.02546 .30348 .18330 .68569* .35505
Physical Environment .07163 .18321 .05296 .01760 .80196* -.06055
Housing .29616 .59032* .10312 .22250 .12402 .05592
Community Pride .25513 .23344 . 66656* .10890 -.19233 -.01855
Friendliness .15616 .26191 .68713* .15943 .18981 .12202
Helpfulness . 04001 .12021 .75788* .19959 .18671 -.00819
Shopping Facilities -.17999 -.07684 .39660 .47867 .25540 .50783










Table IV. Community Evaluation Scale with Factor Loadings Using Varimax Rotation





















ITEM FACTOR 1 FACTOR 2 FACTOR 3 FACTOR 4 FACTOR 5 FACTOR 6
Parish Government -.04371 .21510 .71945* .24877 -.02691 .05639
Public Schools -.02489 .17930 .71455* -.18651 -.04507 .24941
Higher Education .28746 .13471 .65028* .14699 .34396 .01126
Medical Care .31010 .16178 .62470* .23255 .12891 .12421
Law Enforcement -.00639 .62450* .35916 .17729 .19013 .09693
Law Obedience (Adults) -.00212 .67288* .00236 -.18449 .39838 .34127
Law Obedience (Youth) .07527 .81216* .15343 .01919 .11241 .04084
Roads & Transportation .14529 .26775 .32084 .29239 .53040 -.03897
Job Opportunities .70090* .12638 .05996 .02514 .26911 .09252
Real Income .60868* .13015 .04313 -.03186 .18518 .37304
Churches/Religion .09027 .02128 .19422 .13817 .15946 .73073*
Recreation .01926 .-3158 .35310 .23687 .54992* .43204
Public Utilities .15859 -.04213 .54716* .03394 .34956 .24520
Physical Environment .09908 .14106 .02939 . 00942 .81784* .12770
Housing .78460* -.07482 .16823 .12510 -.16181 .07060
Community Pride .13594 .57017* .12539 .28719 -.11503 .20711
Friendliness .20841 .27487 .27454 .04433 .13309 .64873*
Helpfulness .17803 .22601 .02166 .24035 -.01443 .70933*
Shopping Facilities .35921 .11630 .25213 .73864* .13085 .14340









Table V. Community Evaluation Scale with Factor Loadings Using Varimax Rotation














ITEM FACTOR 1 FACTOR 2 FACTOR 3 FACTOR 4 FACTOR 5 FACTOR 6 FACTOR 7
Parish Government . 87708* .02945 ,23890 -.02017 .02015 .48451 .07235
Public Schools . 09021 -.14851 .61884* -.32145 .46073 -.15221 .00356
Higher Education .01909 .20992 -.67745* .20108 .54193 -.21334 -.36181
Medical Care -.37056 .57293* .07887 -.16069 .34706 .32403 -.45645
Law Enforcement -.02530 .20432 .08503 .18179 .95022* .14238 -.00060
Law Obedience .73272* .21014 -.01912 -.07791 .62027* .03303 .15176
(Adults)
Law Obedience .19906 .00943 -.02501 .11616 .84133* . 26640 .13482
(Youth)
Roads & .02874 .24751 .70481* .48311 .29072 .03529 .08270
Transportation
Job Opportunities .08427 .00625 -.02237 -.14481 .35198 .80314* -.13484
Real Income .20368 .16162 .10964 .05558 -.00145 .85070* .25974
Churches/Religion .08775 : 21159 .84285* .15445 -.13637 .08757 .10639Recreation -.08007 -.06263 .12373 .80218* .28451 .06704 .29175Public Utilities .08114 .05372 .18123 .08667 .08450 .07016 .98314*Physical Environment .23608 .46265 .14329 .33817 .30885 .10656 .63761*Housing .24116 .69595* .18023 -.04150 -.25411 .29883 .51820Community Pride . 11148 . 70208* .17868 .19041 .43720 .32534 .07531Friendliness .32396 . 81278* .07115 -.06040 .30990 -.00400 .13336Helpfulness -.01191 .93985* .02806 .30523 -.08489 -.03820 .00653

























ITEM FACTOR 1 FACTOR 2 FACTOR 3 FACTOR 4 FACTOR 5 FACTOR 6
Parish Government .22744 .32218 .08212 .12380 . 63981* -.26722
Public Schools .10442 .22557 .47278 . 05630 .08397 .20161
Higher Education .30555 .14967 -.04061 . 59406* -.04607 .37429
Medical Care .14669 .41902 -.03828 .21582 .18271 .36650
Law Enforcement .21786 .15493 .14637 -.00227 .74846* . 08604
Law Obedience (Adults) .41621 .08137 .47396 .00533 .05325 .13269
Law Obedience (Youth) .53812 .13846 .29672 .22396 .22246 .08744
Roads & Transportation .00912 .68514* .14516 .13457 .20980 .02829
Job Opportunities .08418 . 08488 .17132 . 57658* .40446 .09858
Real Income -.00062 .08203 .14099 .05786 .61774* .41563
Churches/Religion .10939 .14599 .30191 .06955 .07796 .74410*
Recreation -.10106 .39137 .28246 .65856* -.04374 -.10930
Public Utilities -.01053 .03978 .54082 .35531 .37824 .09748
Physical Environment .20145 .01612 .77707* .07236 .11118 -.03799
Housing .13225 .54888* -.14232 .07700 .03693 .37887
Community Pride .65464* -.12237 -.08055 .35531 .11654 .15238
Friendliness .71710* .10373 .19687 -.02676 .12959 -.00393
Helpfulness .61861* .46099 .18249 -.13484 .03410 .07343
Shopping Facilities .01589 .59026* .29692 .01451 .14535 .10320
Agreement on Issues .26594 .55969* .02335 .36417 .06174 -.02710









Table VII. Community Evaluation Scale with Factor Loadings Using Varimax Rotation

















ITEM FACTOR 1 FACTOR 2 FACTOR 3 FACTOR 4 FACTOR 5 FACTOR 6 FACTOR 7
Parish Government . 85841* .22480 -.05939 -.10906 -.15436 .14016 .06378
Public Schools -.13222 .31061 .69877* -.06406 .11637 -.43211 .08611
Higher Education .05032 -.62785* .52632 -.09946 .30441 .29897 -.11519
Medical Care .03969 .44877 .67257* .24816 -.09011 .20410 -.08453
Law Enforcement .58310* .12147 .24296 .25063 -.29970 -.15377 .52817
Law Obedience .08279 -.13122 -.02245 .91002* .14590 .11478 .16962
(Adults)
Law Obedience .06499 -.24092 .83379* .01262* .01933 .23433 -.03466
(Youth)
Roads 6r . 88600* .20772 -.02763 -.05825 .14210 -.01343 .00455
Transportation
Job Opportunities .36387 .13537 .16863 .13929 .76796* .07735 .10077
Real Income .22798 .58605* -.08038 -.07653 .12773 -.29245 .52931
Churches/Religion .43557 -.08976 .07362 .02279 -.78478* .20147 .04012
Recreation .11671 .15121 .05767 -.70114* -.04524 .46282 .33732
Public Utilities .22458 . 82686* .04863 -.03869 .09015 -.12028 .02098
Physical Environment . 0864 6 .12744 .18110 .81512* -.09867 .13942 .34361
Housing -.13460 .17886 - .23673 .18149 -.00278 .25313 .74084*
Community Pride -.18949 -.79304* -.18272 .06703 -.18975 .02654 .16546
Friendliness . 01356 -.15483 .16156 .06900 —.04 664 .89193* .02122
Helpfulness .49627 -.42210 .28815 .18397 .26440 -.15329 .13502
Shopping Facilities .35300 -15118 .38532 .30145 .17733 -.02431 .57396*
Agreement on Issues .37684 -.44061 .02104 .03556 .03942 -.26153 .51805













Table VIII. Community Evaluation Scale with Factor Loadings Using Varimax Rotation




























Parish Government .07511 •-.01402 -.13153 .16855 .03551 .16931 .16550 .82303*
Public Schools .79112* .07286 -.00442 .14105 .05345 -.02173 .24292 -.03262
Higher Education -.14038 .70988*-.01544 .35021 -.05105 -.29571 .17382 .10034
Medical Care .15106 .13265 .19228 . 78147*-.00088 .06713 .06612 .04016
Law Enforcement .41650 .21416 .26467 -.03510 -.05610 .00304 .01287 .68768*
Law Obedience .16893 .07151 .12291 -.17340 .73920* .06404 .22216 -.15666
(Adults)
Law Obedience .34594 .15156 -.00707 .41077 .15678 .18355 .49657 .10206
(Youth)
Roads & .03590 .09377 -.23904 .35795 -.04954 .72553* .09391 .03812
Transportation
Job Opportunities .00585 .70428* .24961 -.00370 .03235 .28587 .10921 .01186
Real Income .25579 .06533 .69051* . 39500 -.04879 .23726 -.03684 .11321
Churches/Religion .05878 .16543 . 80433* .06077 .16458 -.12246 .28824 -.03807
Recreation .05396 .54450 -.23711 .11796 .11769 .35590 .37092 -.06192
Public Utilities .00099 .31522 .27344 -.19322 .08000 -.05068 .64089* .38795
Physical Environment .15622 .09147 .11593 .12145 -.00537 .12768 .87741* .03893
Housing -.06531 -.60905* .04920 .41177 .72342*-.04149 -.19735 .21558
Community Pride .33195 .72817* .10046 -.02697 .08786 .02290 .01072 .10944
Friendliness .77930* .12153 .13446 -.01137 .01896 .03902 -.04614 .25061
Helpfulness .62058*-.09160 .08174 .48056 . 20061 ,10410 .15990 .14754
Shopping Facilities -.01390 .00955 .24197 -.08036 .05352 .74745* .05860 .12658



































ITEM FACTOR 1 FACTOR 2 FACTOR 3 FACTOR 4 FACTOR 5 FACTOR 6
Parish Government -.11466 .37519 .71645* -.00928 .14375 .54519*
Public Schools .17887 .00853 .87709* -.33442 -.09541 .13142
Higher Education .50427 .78803* .19075 .03311 .29524 .17183
Medical Care .20796 .04536 -.13496 . 88059* .05701 .42610
Law Enforcement .72824* .06320 -.03633 -.39429 -.39508 .36201
Law Obedience (Adults) . 30176 .25986 -.60302* .44095 -.51228 -.04428
Law Obedience (Youth) -.28140 .49704 -.31118 .70727* .08076 -.26276
Roads & Transportation .30388 -.16377 -.06361 -.89642 .04153 .15838
Job Opportunities -.18069 .47846 -.08360 -.10535 .87248* -.01909
Real Income -.02826 .12637 .85312* . 38148 .14344 -.32349
Churches/Religion .99984* .07147 -.04799 -.08157 .01714 .08386
Recreation -.08275 -.19002 .88200* -.02639 .09370 .30298
Public Utilities .11480 -.42264 .39905 .39815 . 73728* -.09834
Physical Environment .64627* .15543 -.06324 -.73415* -.07224 .28874
Housing .43960 .45280 .15618 .15223 .53394 .68181*
Community Pride .18942 .93417* -.11144 .19315 -.10587 -.02084
Friendliness -.17553 .73265* -.09361 .63138* .12199 -.11445
Helpfulness -.03746 .90610* .13958 .04615 .10282 .46121
Shopping Facilities .28866 .08917 .20780 -.12953 -.15173 .91647*
Agreement on Issues -.07415 .18359 .58568* .63180* . 60995* .04212











Table X. Community Evaluation Scale with Factor Loadings Using Varimax Rotation













ITEM FACTOR 1 FACTOR 2 FACTOR 3 FACTOR 4 FACTOR 5
Parish Government .27647 .68781* .12731 -.08386 .09590
Public Schools .15542 .10919 .06564 .70718* .21856
Higher Education .61887* .05229 .13518 .30910 .12731
Medical Care .72426* .19179 -.02178 .01000 .04784
Law Enforcement .30800 .67596* .00118 -.36903 .27898
Law Obedience (Adults) .06586 .47756 .29237 .36903 .16179
Law Obedience (Youth) .25633 .59665* .23484 .08372 . 34670
Roads & Transportation .59500* .15260 .18320 .35601 .09594
Job Opportunities .34852 .44347 -.11661 .27707 .32324
Real Income .09347 .26238 -.09694 .34104 .72888*
Churches/Religion .45315 -.09195 .30405 .51996 .09909
Recreation .37696 .28279 -.06616 .56004* -.19794
Public Utilities .18619 .57901* .14581 .30579 .05144
Physical Environment -.25499 .67401* .22309 .34387 -.10661
Housing .69280* .08801 .03346 .07717 .03559
Community Pride .09436 .13158 .36138 -.08785 .69057*
Friendliness .00144 .33164 .72806* .11594 .28416
Helpfulness .27585 .11971 .84742* .06817 -.01787
Shopping Facilities .44764 .19124 .32529 . 32553 -.10941

























COMBINED SAMPLE FACTOR PATTERNS
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Parish Government -k * k
Medical Care * *
Housing * * * k *
FACTOR 1 Shopping Facilities * * *
Agreement on Issues * * *
Total number items 5 0 4 5 0 0 0 0 3 5in subsample factor
Law Enforcement * * k * X
Law Obedience (Adults) •k k * *
FACTOR 2 Law Obedience (Adol.) k * k k * *
Total number items 3 ? 0 0 4 4 4 0 0 5in subsample factor
Community Pride * * * * * X
Friendliness * * * * * * * * k
FACTOR 3 Helpfulness * * * * * * * * k
Total number items 3 ^a 4 2 5 0 3 4 2in subsample factor
Real Income * * k X
Churches/Religion * * k
FACTOR 4 Recreation * * ■k
Public Utilities * * *
Total number items 4 ? 0 2 0 0 4 2 6 0in subsample factor
Total N 403 213 190 61 132 20 22 59 8 101




Part of the problem with this strategy is that 
frequently factor patterns are found which have one item 
in two separate original patterns, and decisions about 
"best-fit" become almost impossible. To overcome this 
problem a criterion of "best-fit" needs to be established 
which includes only those factor patterns which include at 
least half of the original items, otherwise the columns on 
the table are to be scored zero.
An examination of the results of this scoring shows 
which subpopulations contributed the most influence for the 
factor pattern of the total'population. For instance, 
factor pattern one reveals that the adolescent subpopula­
tion accounted for the majority of the items included. Of 
that subpopulation the adolescents residing in outside 
communities and Bobtown contributed the most; in addition, 
it can be noted that adults living in Dulac also provided 
support. Thus the results of factor one reveal the areas 
of divergence between the population and the subpopulation.
Additional study shows similar results for all 
factor patterns except factor three, "social solidarity." 
The findings show that the solidarity scale seems to be the 
most stable across subpopulations, and therefore is the 
scale of greatest convergence for all respondents and sub­
populations. Thus there is justification by employing the 
above strategy that the "best" scale is that of social 
solidarity and should be the one used in analysis on an 
aggregate basis, as well as, between and among




This exercise explored the differential levels of 
perception between adults and adolescents as related to a
I
number of dimensions to community life in an attempt to 
derive a dependent variable to be employed in this study. 
From the initial results it appears as if age as a 
structural parameter does have some impact upon the 
evaluations and perceptions of community life. The 
strategy used gives support to this notion on the basis of 
the construction of the various scales. The use of factor 
analysis is not offered as a panacea to the problems of 
scale construction under the research rubric of community 
satisfaction. But the strategy used and proposed for use 
in future community research in this area would be a step 
beyond the scale construction which has traditionally 
employed the entire sampled population as a base.
Not only is this strategy useful in a methodological 
sense, but it offers potential improvement in conceptual 
and theoretical areas. The observation of differences in 
community evaluations across age groups is not puzzling in 
itself. Aspects of community (job opportunities, public 
schools, medical care, etc.) impinge upon individuals 
differently. For example, an adolescent's experiences 
with job opportunities or medical or health care facilities 
are undoubtedly qualitatively different than an adult's
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experiences. Thus, as previously stated, the dimensions of 
community "reality" are differentially experienced along 
the age structural parameter. It remains to be discovered 
why subpopulations view their community situation in the 
manner they do (positively or negatively).
Despite the need to further explore and assess the 
data, it is fairly evident that the determination of com­
munity evaluative responses of residents is not easily 
captured. Warren's suggestion that communities are not 
"one-of-a-piece" units is well illustrated by this exercise. 
A point of caution, rural life, although seemingly homo­
geneous when compared to urban settings, evidently is not 
cognitively consistent across age groups. It is the task 
of the sociologists to recognize potential subgroups 
within community settings whose realities may differ sig­
nificantly from the representative residents. Thus we 
cannot allow ourselves the luxury of making assumptions 
about people's beliefs and perceptions without some notion 
of relevant structural dimensions along which realities 
may be experienced and constructed.
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Appendix G
FAMILY SATISFACTION LADDER
Here is a picture of a ladder. Suppose we say that the top 
of the ladder, frlO (pointing), represents the best possible 
life for your family, and the bottom, #1 (pointing), 

































ITEMS OF AGE, SEX, RACE ON QUESTIONNAIRE
A. Household composition
First I would like to ask some questions about the people in your household. 
_____1. How many persons, including yourself, live in your household?
toO•o






















B. Demographic data 
Race
( ) Black 
( ) Indian
( ) White 
( ) Other
Appendix I 
TERREBONNE PARISH HOUSING SURVEY
Community ____________ Date
Segment Number __________ Address
Appearance of Neighborhood 
1 2 3 4 5
Appearance of Boundary of Property 
1 2 3 4 5
Appearance of Lawn and Shrubs 
1 2 3 4 5
Condition of Roof
1 2 3 4 5
Condition of Exterior Wall Surfaces 
1 2 3 4 5
Condition of Porch (if any) and Front Entryway 
1 2 3 4 5
Condition of Doors and Trim around Doors 
1 2 3 4 5
Condition of Windows and Trim around Windows 
1 2 3 4 5
Evidence of Electricity 
1 or 7
Evidence of Plumbing 
1 or 7
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Appendix J









1. Appearance of Neighborhood .08 6
2. Appearance of Boundary of .080
Property
3. Appearance of Lawn and Shrubs .107
4. Condition of Roof .121
5. Condition of Exterior Wall .122
Surfaces
6. Condition of Porch and Front .117
Entryway
7. Condition of Door and Trim .130
Around Doors
8. Condition of Windows and .118
Trim Around Windows
9. Evidence of Electricity .057









*Weighting used for the Regional Housing Study (South 
Central Planning and Development Commission, 197 5).
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